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Abstract  
 
The following project addresses the treaty called ACTA 
(Anti-Counterfeit Trade Agreement). Taking a look at 
what the treaty formulates how it was constructed and how 
it was received are the main agendas of this project. The 
project applies three core theories, in order to cover as 
much ground on ACTA as possible: “Hegemony”, 
“Framing” and “Power, a Radical View”. Our project uses 
these theories to analyze and determine the power 
structures in contemporary society and their relation and 
involvement to the treaty ACTA. The project also 
investigates context and complications of the treaty and 
why it had such negative public reception.  
Summary  
 
 
Intentionen bag dette projekt er at skabe en indsigt i 
magtrelationerne i det moderne samfund. ACTA (Anti 
Counterfeiting Trade Agreement) bruges som 
udgangspunkt til at skabe et billede af forholdet mellem 
politikudviklerne og visse store multinationale 
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virksomheder, og opponerende aktivist grupper. Lukes’ 3-
dimensionelle magtteorier, og Gramscis koncept omkring 
”Kulturel Hegemoni” bruges til, at give en generel indsigt 
i hvordan magt dynamikker fungerer, samt til at forstå 
hvilke interesser der er på spil for de pågældende grupper 
involveret og hvordan de forfølges.  
Analysen fokuserer særligt på hvordan debatten har 
udviklet sig i henholdsvis de traditionelle massemedier, og 
de nyere sociale medier på internettet. Først og fremmest 
hvordan forskellige aktører aktivt har forsøgt, at sætte 
dagsordenen og definere debatten, men også afdækning af 
hvordan debatten har udviklet sig anderledes afhængigt af 
medieplatform. Analysen er bygget op således at Gramcis 
kulturelle hegemoni starter med et generelt billede, hvor vi 
så går videre til at analysere mediedækning fra både 
aviser, tv og sociale medier. Til sidst bruges Lukes’ 
magtteorier til at analysere resultaterne fra de forrige 
kapitler, og til at lede op til diskussionen. 
I hvilken grad debatudviklingen har påvirket 
ratificeringsprocessen af ACTA diskuteres samtidig med 
at vi prøver at vurdere hvad det viser os om magt i det 
moderne samfund. Til sidst konkluderer vi at magt som 
koncept er blevet langt mere dynamisk end det var før, 
grundet spredningen af internet og andre sociale medier. 
 
 
ACTA: POWER AND MASS/SOCIAL MEDIA  
Introduction 
 
The world is now unlike it has ever been. We are on the 
verge of a fully globalized world, connected by 
complicated networks that allow the transfer of goods at 
an ever-increasing rate. The world is now at our fingertips, 
accessible, with a few keystrokes of the keyboard or taps 
on a mobile phone we are able to connect to the far corners 
of the globe. The world is open, but this openness has 
come at a price. The exchange of goods has always been 
under the scrutiny of regulations, regulations typically put 
into place to protect the respective parties, but how do we 
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keep those regulations fair and balance in the emergence 
of the global market? Many different countries and place 
have many different regulations based upon the ideologies 
inherent in the respective communities. In creating a 
global market place, how do we help create and keep it a 
place where all ideologies are respected? Is it possible, or, 
thinking more in the long run, sustainable and beneficiary 
to the global community? 
With the budding relationship between developed 
countries and still developing countries many regulations 
have been created in regards to interaction in the market 
place. The import and export of goods globally has 
become commonplace and many countries now rely on it 
to obtain recourses that would otherwise be lost to them. 
There is no denying that raw and physical goods are 
important to the wellbeing of a country, but we have seen 
a turn in the trend of what the developed world now brings 
to the table globally in terms of tradable goods.  
In an age of such high technological development, ideas, 
innovation and ingenuity have become the new currency. 
Intellectual property (IP) has become the focus of the 
developed world and is now among the developed world’s 
highest export. With such a deep dependence of the 
developed world’s market in intellectual property, 
stakeholders in the market have pushed for greater 
regulations and restrictions to protect their interests. But 
isn't there something problematic with the convention of 
think of ideas as and making ideas property? Surely the 
philosophical problems concerning epistemology are 
apparent, and the social and cultural implications are 
arguable from a number of standpoints, primarily a social 
and cultural relativistic stance. Why has such a seemingly 
archaic view of ideas presided over the development of 
new IP regulations?  
In 2008 a website named Wikileaks uncovered the plans 
behind developing a new treaty that wished to further 
regulate IP on a global scale. The treaty was named the 
Anti-Counterfeiting Trade Agreement (ACTA) and was 
constructed primarily in secrecy. Collaborated by most of 
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the biggest developed countries in partnership with select 
corporate interests they sought to impose restrictive 
regulations on the trade of IP not only in a metaphysical 
state, but also in the physical form, effectively deeming 
many of the sovereign actions and laws of less developed 
countries illegal on the global stage. 
For many in the developing world this imbalance in 
enforcement of power was not only seen as problematic 
but also as an elitist mindset bent on adopting an 
exclusionary stance in regards to the creation of 
regulations globally. Not only did this breach of trust 
resonate through communities in the developing world but 
it had  
far reaching effects globally; the non-transparent nature of 
the negotiations deeply disturbed the respective local 
communities. The treaty itself was not only criticized for 
its development in secrecy but also for the ambiguity of 
the language apparent in the treaty. The public’s inquiry 
and concern focused primarily on that of civil rights 
infringement and invasion of privacy. This concern 
revolved around the use of and interaction on the Internet. 
Many feared the restriction or monitoring of Internet 
access and the repercussions of strict usage laws. The 
public outcry resulted in many of the signed countries 
opting out of the treaty and requesting a review by the 
Court of Justice of the European Union during the 
ratification process of the treaty by the European 
Parliament, happening currently as of May 2012. 
In the following paper we would like to analyze the 
conflict surrounding the ACTA treaty from two 
perspectives: that of Power and the exercise thereof, and 
the process that Framing had in creating and influencing 
public opinion. This will be done using the theories of 
power set forth by Steven Lukes and Gramscian theory of 
"hegemony". The theories regarding framing are that of 
Modigliani and Gamson in regards to "mass media 
framing" and Benford and Snow in regards to "social 
movement framing". Our Problem statement will be set 
forth as thus: 
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Problem Statement 
 
What does the ACTA treat reveal to us about the creation 
and exertion of power in contemporary society? 
 
The paper will consist of three sections, a discussion, and a 
conclusion. The three sections will include: first, an 
explanation and background understanding on the ACTA 
treaty itself. Secondly, the explanation and clarification of 
our said theories. Thirdly, the analyzation of the process 
behind the ACTA treaty regarding Power and framing. 
Our discussion will cover the relation between power and 
framing, the impact of framing by the media, and the 
impact of ACTA on public opinion, which will then 
culminate in our conclusion. 
Our motivation in exploring this issue is primarily in 
concern with that of the IP debate. We find highly 
interesting the dynamic relationship between power and 
framing and how the parties on both sides of the debate 
used it to further their respective agendas. We are also 
interested in looking at the effectiveness of the media 
outlets in building the cases for and against ACTA.  
Another highly important issue to us is in regards to net 
neutrality. We wish to bring to light the issues apparent in 
ACTA by using it as a case study of the issues. While 
ACTA itself may not come to fruition as a treaty, we 
wanted to ensure the future relevance of our project; it is 
then important to point out that many likeminded treaties 
have been proposed in the past and that the IP and net 
neutrality debate is an ongoing process especially 
important to the global community in the information age. 
Dimensions 
 
We believe that through the course of this project, we 
manage to cover all four dimensions, Philosophy & 
Science, Subjectivity & Learning, Text & Sign and 
History & Culture. 
Text and sign we cover through our analysis of the 
Symbolism utilized by Anonymous and he mass media in 
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their framing. Framing itself is a form of text and sign in 
this sense. 
Then there is Subjectivity and Learning, which is apparent 
in our project in the form of power itself. Subjectivity and 
learning addresses structures in society and thus it is a 
constant background regardless of which part of the 
project one is looking at.  
Moving on to History and Culture, it comes naturally 
when addressing and explaining hegemony because 
hegemony looks at power structures in society in a cultural 
and historical manner.  
Finally we have Philosophy and Science, which comes 
into play in the power sections, attempting to determine 
what power is, and also through our discussion. You could 
say that we use philosophy as a glue to keep the whole of 
the project together. 
Method/methodology  
 
Because of the broadness of our topic, method plays an 
important role in specifying the exact approaches we used, 
the thought processes behind the theories we picked and 
how we used them. The easiest way to show this is by 
going through each section of our project and explaining 
what methods we used and why. Our methodology is most 
present in our analysis and discussion, and will therefore 
come after our method. After we have presented our 
methods and methodology a list will be provided to 
establish clarity of the exact methods and methodology 
used in the project.  
ACTA – A case study 
 
Because ACTA is an abstract concept and can be 
understood, analyzed and explored from multiple angles, 
the parameters for our project fall under that of a case 
study. Paradigms should always be present in a case study 
and to set these, we provided a thorough summary of 
ACTA. The method of summary was necessary in our 
project because ACTA is an abstract concept, in order to 
understand how we view and intend to work with it is 
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necessary for the reader to easily acquire some background 
knowledge on the topic that is academically trustworthy. 
Theory and analysis – Qualitative vs. Quantitative research and 
critical theory 
 
Since our motivation for ACTA was to explore it on as 
many levels, qualitative research came naturally. 
Qualitative research seeks to go into depth with a topic 
allowing for multiple types of theories and methods to be 
used. Quantitative research had difficult grounds for our 
topic because ACTA, previously stated, is an abstract 
concept that may never come into practice. Any 
measurement of any kind would therefore be hypothetical 
and this was not our background for working on this topic. 
The treaty itself was however in its finalized version, 
because of this it was possible to analyze the hypothetical 
outcome of ACTA from a qualitative approach. Using 
critical theories, that if argued and validated correctly, 
allow us to explain what ACTA could be seen as from a 
particular angle will do this. Because another institute, the 
media, already had approached ACTA from a relativistic 
approach, it was also possible for us to put a perspective of 
their angle on ACTA within our project. Framing theories 
apply best for this because they allowed us to gather data 
from a number of articles and analyze them according to 
theories and practices. This however, was done 
quantitatively, but it should be noted that the parameters 
set for our quantitative research was qualitative. We 
gathered a number of articles and set a statistic for these 
articles, but the reasons for doing this was to use them 
qualitatively so that we could apply critical theories to 
them and say “according to theory X we can say Y about 
the following statistic”, using critical theories and expert 
opinions to go in depth with ACTA on an abstract level, 
which qualifies for qualitative research.  
Theories – creating the funnel 
 
To establish a system of theories in our project we aimed 
towards creating a funnel. This method looked at taking 
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the information gathered from the use of our theories and 
project it into a level where ACTA was analyzed on a 
global level, institution to institution, and a local level, 
person to person. The theories used for this are Hegemony, 
Power: A Radical View, and Framing (for a detailed 
explanation of these theories see the theories section). The 
job of Framing was to provide raw original data that could 
be analyzed by our other theories and used to further 
explore these theories by providing them with fresh data. 
Once these theories had established their own paradigms 
and included the perspective of ACTA and framing into 
this context, they should connect on a higher level and use 
this to establish the understanding and ramifications of the 
funnel. The choice of these theories was not made 
uniquely based on the concepts of each theory, but also on 
their relation to each other. It was important to have a 
theory that could work directly with a product of ACTA 
(framing) and also have one that could put ACTA into a 
global perspective (Hegemony) and finally have a theory 
that could analyze the core concepts and theoretical 
ramifications for the other theories.  
 
Methodology – ontology and epistemology from a social 
constructivist perspective 
 
There are factors in our project that pull towards 
positivism such as, the use of statistics and establishing 
academic “truth” about what ACTA is. The reason why we 
ended up on the path of social constructivism is once again 
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because of how we used the data we acquired. ACTA is a 
treaty and needs to be defined in exact terms so that parties 
who agree on it know what they are agreeing to. The treaty 
in itself is therefore an established truth to a particular 
group. In our project, we used this to look at how other 
institutions of power understood this definition. Here it 
became clear that the understanding of what ACTA was 
and what it would do was highly hypothetical and unclear. 
When analyzing this with our theories we navigated the 
project away from establishing a pure source of truth to 
ACTA, to instead exploring how establishments of power 
within a society portrayed and/or saw ACTA, a social 
constructivist perspective. This leads us on to our 
approach regarding ontology and epistemology. Our 
ontological approach is highly relativistic being a 
cornerstone of our social constructivist approach. Because 
ACTA is an abstract concept, there must be source(s) of 
truth. This goes to say, that although there can be a right 
and a wrong definition, the right and wrongs are 
relativistic in our project because we explore ACTA on 
different levels. There is a truth in what the people who 
wrote the treaty wanted and aimed for. This truth was 
however deemed as inefficient by some and an outright lie 
by others, making the truth hidden, obscure and relative. 
The backbone of our ontological approach is whose truths 
are where and why? This leads us to our epistemological 
approach that also heavily emphasizes perception. The 
epistemology of our project is used as a factor to measure 
the amount of knowledge the established power structure’s 
had regarding ACTA. Here we look at data presented by 
power structures regarding ACTA, and can also ask whose 
perception this knowledge is representing. Epistemology is 
a powerful method in our project because it allows us to 
evaluate power structures credibility according to theories. 
Because we do not deal with a pure source of truth but 
regard it as relative, we cannot directly criticize power 
structures but can do so with theories. This of course 
means that the reader should look at the credibility of our 
project through the credibility of our theories. This 
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concludes our method/methodology to summarize and 
clarify the difference between methodology and methods 
we will provide a list of methods:  
 
Method: 
 Case study 
 Summary 
 Quantitative research (the statistics we gathered) 
 Qualitative research (how we used the statistics) 
 Critical theory/content analysis (theories used to 
evaluate our qualitative research) 
Methodology: 
 Ontology (relativism) 
 Epistemology (relativistic evaluation) 
 Social constructivist approach  
CHAPTER 1 – INTRODUCTION TO ACTA: 
 
What is ACTA?  
 
When referring to ACTA it is important to take note of its 
short lifetime in public, yet rapid expansion across the 
world. The reason for this is without question the fact that 
it went viral on the internet, but although this through the 
eyes of the public can be viewed as a good thing, it also 
tends to lead to exaggeration. Here is an example of how 
The Young Turks, the largest online news show in the 
world with 350 000 average views per video and a total of 
700million views described the logic behind treaties such 
as ACTA:  
“it’s not a matter of ideology he (Obama) keeps trying to 
reason with them … republicans, they’re corporate 
machines, you can’t reason with the guys that have been 
bought by the major movie companies, they’re machines. 
They don’t care what your idea is, they don’t ask for a 
reasonable and balanced approach to privacy, they say 
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“where’s my check? Oh there it is! What do you need me 
to do? Your lawyers wrote this bill? Fantastic I’ll put it in. 
Who are we fighting today, Child porn, terrorists or 
pirates?” (TYT 3:30-4:00 Jan 2012) 
It is not to say that TYT never did a full and thorough 
coverage of ACTA, but it does capture the general 
immediate perception of controversial juridical subjects 
when they go viral on the internet as opposed to when they 
are explained in the media:  
“Poland had originally planned to sign the Anti-
Counterfeiting Trade Agreement, or ACTA, in Tokyo on 
Thursday. ACTA is a far-reaching international agreement 
that would fight copyright infringement and online piracy. 
Critics fear it could lead to censorship on the Internet.”  
(Fox News Jan 2012) 
Not only was this the sole mention of what ACTA was in 
an article regarding ACTA related demonstrations; it was 
also the only mention of ACTA on the fox news database. 
What these quotations show is that between now and then 
its reveal to the public, ACTA has been described and 
framed very differently. We will explore this framing later 
in the paper, but for now we will provide a chapter by 
chapter description from the treaty itself on what ACTA is, 
what it says and what it would have done, had it passed.  
ACTA Today 
 
Acta was the 25-04-2012 claimed dead, blocked by the 
liberals in the EU committee (Version2.dk Apr 2012). 
After first being heavily demonstrated in Poland in 
January, huge demonstrations across Europe took place 
within the coming months, which eventually caused 
countries like Germany to put ACTA on hold until further 
notice (RT.com Feb 2012). In the midst of this it seemed 
like the public already had their understanding of what 
ACTA would do and this varied from diminishing 
innovation to literally killing the internet. The politicians 
however seemed surprised that this was possible. It could 
be argued that they were not aware of the bill’s potential 
power or that it didn’t seem like a problem unless anyone 
was rioting.  
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During the preparation for the ACTA demonstration, many 
Facebook groups were made to pass out information on 
the latest development and also to get people rallied 
together for the demonstrations. In Denmark e.g. it was 
groups like stopacta.nu and “Danmark imod ACTA” 
(Denmark Against ACTA). These groups have now 
become watchdogs for juridical subjects that are similar to 
ACTA. They are focusing the majority of their attention 
on CISPA (Facebook1 2 Apr 2012) – an American internet 
security legislation. We will not go the details of CISPA 
the same way that we will cover ACTA primarily because 
of the vastness of ACTA alone, but also because 
legislation such as CISPA, PIPA and SOPA are all 
American legislations whereas ACTA is a global treaty 
(judiciary.house.gov Oct 2011). 
The finalized ACTA document says: 
 
ACTA – Anti Counterfeit Trade Agreement, was finalized 
April 15 2011 (ACTA Apr 2011) The finalized version of 
the treaty consists of six chapters which we will go by 
numerically describing the essentials of each chapter.  
 
Prologue and Chapter 1: “initial provisions and general 
definitions”. Like all juridical treaties and legislations, 
ACTA begins with a prologue. This prologue divides the 
treaty itself into three elements: noting, desiring and 
intending. If we look at the main elements of this prologue 
we can describe ACTA the following way:  
“Noting that effective enforcement of intellectual property 
rights is critical to sustaining 
economic growth across all industries and globally; 
(…)Intending to provide effective and appropriate means, 
complementing the TRIPS Agreement, for the enforcement 
of intellectual property rights, taking into account 
differences in their respective legal systems and practices 
(…) Desiring to promote cooperation between service 
providers and right holders to address relevant 
infringements in the digital environment;” (ACTA:2 Apr 
2011). 
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The treaty takes note of the recognized problem regarding 
counterfeit IP. It Intends to help diminish incidents of 
counterfeit IP by complementing the TRIPS agreement 
(Trade Related Aspects of Intellectual Property-Rights) 
“The TRIPS Agreement, which came into effect on 1 
January 1995, is to date the most comprehensive 
multilateral agreement on intellectual property 
“(WTO.org1 1995). Finally desiring is interesting because 
it differentiates between intending, this can be interpreted 
as a step beyond what ACTA wants as bare minimum. 
ACTA generally desires to create more cooperation 
between service providers and rights holders. ‘Service 
provider’ is here to be understood as a data service 
provider, which primarily is internet but of course could 
mean any kind of data exchangeable service, any kind of 
media and rights holder is to be understood as anyone or 
anything that holds a legal right to anything ever made; by 
anyone. 
Finally Chapter 1 consists of legal definitions of the terms 
it uses, terms like committee, person, pirated goods, 
intellectual property, service providers and others 
(ACTA:4 Apr 2011). 
 
Chapter 2: “Legal framework for enforcement of 
intellectual property rights”. 
Section 1 General Obligations 
Chapter 2 is divided into five sections the first being 
general obligations: “In implementing the provisions of 
this Chapter, each Party shall take into account the need 
for proportionality between the seriousness of the 
infringement, the interests of third parties, and the 
applicable measures, remedies and penalties” (ACTA:6 
Apr 2011). As described, a requirement for participating in 
the treaty is that the party (nation) must itself make the 
decision between the proportion of enforcement 
(punishment) between the infringer and the right holder. 
This means that although all nations must recognize 
punishment for the same type of infringement, the level of 
punishment should scale according to the nations 
established enforcement. 
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Section 2 Civil Enforcement  
describes that any right holder who feels their rights are 
being infringed may claim that these do not enter 
‘channels of commerce’:” (…) an order to that party or, 
where appropriate, to a third party over whom the 
relevant judicial authority exercises jurisdiction, to 
prevent goods that involve the infringement of an 
intellectual property right from entering into the channels 
of commerce” (Ibid.) thereby forcing a new product 
suspected of infringement to be held back until it has been 
proven innocent. Page 9, article 16 however, states that 
any government has the right to ask a right holder:” to 
provide any reasonably available evidence in order to 
satisfy themselves with a sufficient degree of certainty that 
the applicant’s right is being infringed “(ACTA:9 Apr 
2011). This however, is not a requirement in the treaty and 
nor does the treaty specifically mention any type of 
evidence as being a minimum standard.  
Section 3 Border Measures  
“Each Party shall adopt or maintain procedures with 
respect to import and export shipments under which: 
(a) its customs authorities may act upon their own 
initiative to suspend the release of suspect goods; and  
(b) where appropriate, a right holder may request its 
competent authorities to suspend the release of suspect 
goods” (ACTA:11 Apr 2011). 
The treaty exempts personal luggage from these measures, 
but personal luggage is still not exempted from the general 
claims that right holders are allowed to make as mentioned 
on page 9 (ACTA:12 Apr 2011).  
 
Section 4 Criminal Enforcement 
“Each Party shall provide for criminal procedures and 
penalties to be applied at least in cases of wilful trademark 
counterfeiting or copyright or related rights piracy on a 
commercial scale.9 For the purposes of this Section, acts 
carried out on a commercial scale include at least those 
carried out as commercial activities for direct or indirect 
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economic or commercial advantage” (ACTA:14 Apr 
2011) 
 
Once again: “at least in cases of wilful trademark 
counterfeiting or copyright related rights piracy on a 
commercial scale”. The treaty states that it is a minimum 
requirement that the nations who participate in the treaty 
provide criminal penalties for wilful trademark 
counterfeiting. This is extremely broad because it leaves 
the question when is it wilful and when is it on a 
commercial scale? Furthermore, we also saw in article 16 
& 17 how when proven guilty, a right holder had the right 
to ask for compensation on the loss they had made and/or 
the estimated market value, it goes on to further define 
commercial scale with an example:” A Party may provide 
criminal procedures and penalties in appropriate cases for 
the unauthorized copying of cinematographic works from 
a performance in a motion picture exhibition facility 
generally open to the public” (Ibid.). Because many of 
these terms are as broad as they are the treaty helps scale 
the understanding of enforcement (the paragraphs that are 
mentioned in the next quotation are the ones previously 
quoted above):  
“For offences specified in paragraphs 1, 2, and 4 of 
Article 23 (Criminal Offences), each Party shall provide 
penalties that include imprisonment as well as monetary 
fines12 sufficiently high to provide a deterrent to future 
acts of infringement, consistently with the level of 
penalties applied for crimes of a corresponding gravity” 
(Ibid.) 
As for the example provided in the treaty regarding motion 
pictures, it is clear that there is both a possibility for 
monetary losses as well as copyright infringement. The 
question then is, if someone filmed a motion picture and 
embedded it on a site such as YouTube, is the site 
YouTube as well not assisting in furthering the economic 
damages? If it is not wilful then should they not review 
what goes on their site? And would they not be susceptible 
(if proven guilty) to pay for compensations lost by the 
creators of the film,  as well as of course the person who 
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uploaded the clip? From what we have quoted above we 
can definitely answer yes to this question. 
 
Section 5:” Enforcement of Intellectual Property Rights in 
the Digital Environment 
Further to paragraph 1, each Party’s enforcement 
procedures shall apply to 
infringement of copyright or related rights over digital 
networks, which may include the 
unlawful use of means of widespread distribution for 
infringing purposes. These 
procedures shall be implemented in a manner that avoids 
the creation of barriers to 
legitimate activity, including electronic commerce, and, 
consistent with that Party’s law, 
preserves fundamental principles such as freedom of 
expression, fair process, and 
privacy” (ACTA:16 Apr 2011) 
Here the article says that infringing purposes must be 
implemented in a way that avoids attacking fundamental 
principles such as freedom of expression, fair process and 
privacy. Critics claim that this would have created a very 
difficult line between how a rights holder may halter and 
investigate any element it found guilty of infringement and 
at the same time avoiding damaging free speech 
(Anonymous Jan 2012). What is to prevent a rights holder 
from making a counterfeit claim on an article that speaks 
ill of the rights holder for any given reason? Especially if 
the authorities are not forced to ask for evidence as 
mentioned in article 16, but only may do so if they want 
to.  
 
Chapter 3: “Enforcement Practices” 
Discusses what the government of each nation 
participating must do themselves in order to help further 
the cause of IPR (Intellectual Property Rights). At the 
digital level, the treaty suggests the following: “Each 
Party shall promote the collection and analysis of 
statistical data and other relevant information concerning 
intellectual property rights infringements as well as the 
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collection of information on best practices to prevent and 
combat infringements” (ACTA:18 Apr 2011). Once again 
“and other relevant information” leaves the same broad 
definition as ‘economic scale’. The treaty does not explain 
what information is relevant for a government to collect 
when it seeks to secure right holder’s IP.  
The same goes for border patrol, but here instead of 
exempting personal luggage, it is included as a legitimate 
source to help with data collection for right holders 
(ACTA:19 Apr 2011). Furthermore to ensure 
transparency, both at the digital level as well as the border 
level as much of this information as possible should be 
shared between the governments participating in the 
ACTA treaty to ensure an equal global understanding of IP 
(Ibid.).  
 
Chapter 4: “International Cooperation” 
As we have seen above, ACTA would implement a 
number of restrictions on the current state of copyrighted 
material and would give right holders an immense amount 
of tools to decide when they felt that their IP was 
infringed. The treaty cannot go in and change laws and/or 
constitutions of other countries. Furthermore, since it 
stretches between so many countries, sentencing varies 
depending on how that country usually carries out its 
sentencing however; minimum standards were mentioned 
such as criminal charge for ‘willful trademark breach’. 
The treaty therefore describes cooperation amongst other 
participating nations as follows:  
“Each Party recognizes that international cooperation is 
vital to realizing effective protection of intellectual 
property rights and that it should be encouraged 
regardless of the origin of the goods infringing intellectual 
property rights, or the location or nationality of the right 
holder” (ACTA:20 Apr 2011). 
Furthermore, it also emphasizes that other nations who are 
not participating should have their goods treated the same 
way, which raises the question of besides the increased 
border cooperation, how does the participating countries 
prevent non-participating countries from keeping up to 
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these standards and do they even have a choice 
considering the list of participants?  
 
Chapter 5: “Institutional Arrangements”  
Chapter 5 discusses the implantation of the ACTA 
committee. The ACTA committee serves as a committee 
established to review the process of the ACTA treaty, 
suggest regulations made to the treaty to help improve it 
and be a place for the nations participating to raise their 
concerns or disagreements regarding the treaty (ACTA:21 
Apr 2011).  
 
Chapter 6: “Final Provisions” 
Chapter six largely discusses deadlines and the rules for 
revoke. Once the bill is passed it remains effective, but a 
number of waiting periods between various approvals and 
effect first have to be cleared (ACTA:24 Apr 2011). After 
a unanimous approval from all applicants, the treaty must 
wait 30 days before it becomes active. 30 days after this, 
new applicants are accepted allowing other nations who 
were not in the first batch of applicants to join the ACTA 
treaty. The ACTA commission will decide whether or not 
an applicant is accepted into the treaty (ACTA:24 Apr 
2011). 
 
Who would benefit from the ACTA treaty? And who would 
not? 
 
“ACTA is a continuous, wide-ranging effort by special-
interest groups and lobbyists to secure favorable 
legislation and institutionalize practices that support their 
current business models, all under the claim of enforcing 
intellectual property rights”(Mayberduk 2010:82). In 
order to understand what ACTA is, it is paramount to 
investigate where it came from. 
In the 1980’s, some of the most aggressive and capitalized 
corporations of the West had a common goal to increase 
the protection of their intellectual property rights (IPR). 
(Tell 2002:484) These companies came from different 
sectors of the free market with various products and 
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information that they sought to protect against copiers, 
who would sell their products at a much lower price. 
Within this alliance of capitalistic forces were corporations 
from the agricultural, chemical, software producing, 
entertainment providing and brand-name pharmaceutical 
providers (Ibid.) Following an immense effort of lobbyism 
of their interests within their own borders, they sought 
possibilities of achieving a higher level of IPR protection. 
This was done by linking Intellectual Property together 
with trade, which up to this point was seen as two isolated 
subjects of the law. This group of elite companies within 
the United States formed sturdy political ties as well as 
achieving support from the U.S. government and the 
Office of the US Trade Representative (Ibid:485). With a 
transnational mobilization and immense lobbying of 
different governments, international organizations and 
private sectors, this alliance managed to include their 
newly formulated trade-based International Property 
regime in the agenda for the GATT’s Uruguay Round of 
Multilateral Trade Negotiations from 1995 (Ibid:487-488). 
In the course of this meeting, the United States stubbornly 
tried to push their new agreement, named the “Trade 
Related Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights 
Agreement” through, by advocating for a new global 
Intellectual Property regime (Ibid:489). A lot of countries 
approved the TRIPS Agreement, hoping that this would 
force the U.S. to change their economic policy, which 
included threatening and economic sanctions and 
embargoes (Ibid.). Many of these countries did not have 
representatives that fully understood the complexity of the 
Intellectual Property debate. As a result of these two 
factors, a lot of the developing countries attending the 
meeting were having difficulties bargaining an agreement 
that would benefit them as well. Instead they would have 
to accept an agreement, which they did not understand to 
the fullest, with a set of Intellectual Property norms that 
they would have to implement within their own law 
(Gervais 2005:505-507). The TRIPS Agreement caused 
public health problems, primarily in the already heavily 
trialed third world countries, and the World Trade 
 22
Organization (WTO) had to act. They introduced the Doha 
Declaration of 2001 (Doha Decleration:2001). At the 
course of this meeting, the WTO members unanimously 
agreed upon the need for developing countries to handle 
the fatal public health issues such as HIV/AIDS, TB, 
Malaria, etc. (Ibid.). In doing so, the WTO made sure that 
no country within the WTO would be retaliated against by 
other WTO member countries for taking care of their 
inhabitants.  The Doha Declaration is a mean for the 
developing countries to import parallel medication under 
Article 6 of the TRIPS Agreement and issue compulsory 
licenses in case of national emergencies under article 31 of 
the TRIPS Agreement (Rajkumar 2005:433, 441). Article 
6 provides WTO members with the privilege to import 
patented drugs, if they have been sold in other markets 
(TRIPS:1995). WTO members are allowed to import 
brand-name drugs from different countries, where the 
price of the product is being sold at a lower price. 
(Rajkumar 2005:444) The flexibility of TRIPS provided 
developing countries with the possibility to buy medicine 
from international markets, at a lower price than the big 
corporations had set in their own country. This made it 
possible for developing countries to import cheaper 
medicine and thereby making it accessible to the citizens 
in need. 
Article 31 of the TRIPS Agreement allows countries to 
license the manufacturing of a generic drug even though 
the brand-name drug still has its patent and without the 
approval of the patent holder, making it possible for a 
government to produce its own drugs (Oxfam:2006).  
Compulsory licenses is one of the most effective ways to 
ensure that life-saving drugs are given to the patients in 
developing countries and bringing the costs of these drugs 
down (Ibid.). The flexibilities provided by TRIPS, have 
been highlighted as extremely important by non-profit 
organizations and NGO’s all over the world. Even though 
the importance of this is known, a growing concern is 
arising with new multilateral agreements demanding a 
higher sense of IPR protection, such as the Anti-
Counterfeiting Trade Agreement. 
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ACTA is seen by many of its critics as a way for the 
developed countries and major corporations to increase 
some of the TRIPS standards and eradicate some of the 
flexibilities of TRIPS. Civil society groups and developing 
countries, especially India and China, have protested 
immensely for the freedom of transit of generic medicines, 
as they claim that ACTA do not take into account the 
interests of developing countries or their commitments to 
the Doha Declaration on Public Health (ICTSD:22). The 
same countries claim that ACTA would create trade 
restrictions for WTO member countries, even though they 
are not negotiating parties of ACTA and therefore do not 
have a say. India and China maintains that this is a 
violation to the TRIPS Agreement (Ibid.). It is not only 
developing countries and social organizations that have 
problems with ACTA. The World Trade Organization and 
the World Intellectual Property Organization argue, that 
ACTA is exceeding the reasonable means to combat 
piracy and counterfeiting, and by doing so, creates a new 
regime of IPR protection as well as weakening the 
authority of these organizations (Ibid.). As it is now with 
the current TRIPS provisions, customs are to withhold 
shipment that is suspected of counterfeit, trademark, and 
copyright violations (TRIPS:1994). According to TRIPS, 
customs officials have to have proof of such a violation 
and the detaining party has to repay the owner of the 
goods, if a wrongful case has been made (Ibid: Article 48). 
With ACTA it is enough for the customs officials to be 
suspicious that the goods are counterfeit, giving them the 
right to withhold the goods for up to a year. (Mayberduk: 
Supra 82) As ACTA is very loosely formulated, it is 
possible to imagine situations where cargo is being 
withheld from countries in need. Due to this “hostage 
situation” of goods, where it can take up to a year for the 
imposing party to even try and proof that the goods are 
counterfeit, is particularly problematic with generic 
medication, as this is highly needed.  
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Public reception 
 
 
When the treaty was revealed by a Wikileaks document it 
was met with massive demonstrations in the thousands, 
starting in Poland (Techdirt.com). Between February 2012 
and March demonstrations were organized in Europe in 
some countries multiple times. Many mass media sites 
pointed out that it was particularly the youth that was 
protesting against ACTA which some saw as this 
generations big movement and which made others feel like 
the entire thing was heavily exaggerated and that in some 
satirical cases it showed that finally the older generation 
had found something that the younger generations deemed 
more important than themselves: their Facebook accounts.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 (9gag.com) 
CHAPTER 2 – THEORY: 
 
Power 
  
As we have stated in our introduction and problem 
definition, one of the main points we will be analyzing and 
discussing is power, and its importance concerning the 
ACTA treaty. 
When looking at power, there are many views to be 
taken on what it is, what it is not, where it comes from, 
how it can be used and so on and so forth. One of the 
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theories we will be using is actually several theories that 
lead up to one, namely three-dimensional power, which 
Steven Lukes talks about in his book “Power – a radical 
view”. It is this book that we will be using for these 
theories, and any persons of note mentioned in regards to 
the theories contained within this chapter, will only be 
through how Lukes presents them in his book and not 
through other material read, due to our focus being on his 
three-dimensional power. 
To begin with, we will run through and explain the 
one and two dimensional views on power, why these are 
different to one another, and importance in using them as a 
stepping stone to power in the third dimension. As we 
move through the dimensions, the definitions of power 
widen, but at the same time become more specific in that 
they define power in its fullest sense. 
We will start off each “subchapter” with a summary 
from Steven Lukes, to make a clear distinction between 
the three dimensions. This will be useful due to the fact 
that the theories overlap in some areas, and that it will 
serve to put the three dimensions in an evolutionary 
proportion to each other. 
One-dimensional view of power: 
 
Focus on 
(a) behavior 
(b) decision-making 
(c) (key) issues 
(d) observable (overt) conflict 
(e) (subjective) interests, seen as policy preferences 
- revealed by political participation 
  
In this most basic view of power called the one 
dimensional view, sometimes referred to as the pluralist 
view, what counts as power is highly focused on making 
decisions concerning key issues that are often political in 
nature, as is apparent in the presented overview. This 
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means that whoever (group or person) gets to make a 
decision in a conflict with more parties involved, is the 
one possessing power. (Lukes, p. 16) 
Robert Alan Dahl, an American professor within 
political science, is one of the main proponents of this 
view on power, and Lukes quotes him on several 
occasions. He states that power is when “A has power over 
B to the extent that he can get B to do something that B 
would not otherwise do”. (ibid) Later in the same article, 
Dahl proposes another view on power that slightly differs 
in that there is a supposed chance of failure in the exertion 
of power, inserting the word “successful attempt” when 
talking of making B do what A wishes. It is however the 
first quote we will be focusing on, as this is the foundation 
for Dahl’s elitist view on power – the exercise of power. 
(ibid) 
“It is obvious that no one can have absolute power, 
and so Dahl focuses on specific issues and mentions that 
power can be measured in how many victories and defeats 
someone has had, the one with the most successful 
decisions concerning politics for instance, being the one 
with the most victories”. (Lukes, p. 17) 
Dahl then goes to say that in regards to decision 
making, one has to be able to observe the behavior leading 
to a person or group making the decision. Meaning that to 
be able to analyze power you would have to examine the 
decisions made (and these would have to be a collection of 
decisions, to provide enough empirical evidence), and how 
they are made – by force or suggestions. In this way you 
will be able to determine who the person or group in 
power is, and how they exercise the power (Lukes, p. 18). 
Furthermore, Dahl also states that when it comes to 
decision making it is important to note that it is: 
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“...a necessary though possibly not a sufficient 
condition that the key issue should involve actual 
disagreement in preference among two or more 
groups.”(ibid) 
By saying this he is making clear the focus on key 
issues, and also on the fact that the conflict has to be 
observable, or overt, although this is not something that 
Dahl specifically requires of a power definition, it is still a 
part of the one-dimensional view of power presented here. 
The conflict that Dahl claims is needed for the 
exercise of power to appear is in the one dimensional 
theory thought of as policy preferences and interests. 
Meaning that this particular view on power throws interest 
in the same category as preference, and thereby excludes 
the option of actors being either mistaking or unknowing 
of what their interests actually are. But in order to have a 
conflict all the actors must be aware of where they stand in 
regards to a particular issue, and wanting to impose this 
view on others– and this, being one of the major things 
Dahl focuses on in order to start analyzing power, makes 
the one dimensional theory contradict itself. (Lukes, p. 18-
19) 
And so we end this subchapter by quoting Lukes, 
where he states: 
“Thus I conclude that the first, one-dimensional, view 
of power involves a focus on behavior in the making of 
decisions on issues over which there is an observable 
conflict of (subjective) interests, seen as express policy 
preferences, revealed by political participation”. (Lukes, 
p. 19) 
Two-dimensional view of power: 
 
(Qualified) critique of behavioral focus 
Focus on 
(a) decision-making and nondecision-making 
(b) issues and potential issues 
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(c) observable (overt or covert) conflict 
(d) (subjective) interests, seen as policy preferences 
or grievances 
 We will start off the two-dimensional chapter on 
power with a slight critique of the first. Dahl himself, 
points out an inconsistency in the one-dimensional view of 
power. He does so by stating that to know an actor’s 
power, you need to examine the frequency and rate of 
success of the important policies that the actor is 
attempting to pass. Whether it is overt or covert, and 
whether he is merely vetoing a policy or even initiating a 
policy without any opposition. (Lukes, p. 18) 
Dahl contradicts himself here in that he tones down 
the importance for the decision-making to be overt, and 
also removes the need for conflict, as passing a policy 
without opposition surely is. 
This is one of the reasons for the need of the two-
dimensional theory of power. This theory includes the 
covert, but the main difference when transcending from 
the one- to the two-dimensional view is that the two-
dimensional view includes non-decision-making. By this 
we mean to say that it is not necessary to make a decision 
for power to be evident, as non-decision-making can have 
just as observable consequences. Note however, that in the 
two-dimensional view of power, it is still important that 
the outcomes of both decision, and non-decision-making is 
observable, in spite of the fact that they can be covert. 
Power can be exerted by A merely participating in the 
decision-making process that affects B, but A choosing not 
to act, leading to a non-decision that, if it affects the 
overall outcome, signals power. (Lukes, p. 20) 
“In this view, power can also consist in A using his 
power to limit B’s options in a way which forces B to make 
a decision that was not his own to begin with. In this way 
the two-dimensional view can be more indirect and 
manipulative than the one-dimensional.” (ibid) 
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The two main advocates for this view on power are 
Bachrach and Baratz, who argue that the one-dimensional 
view is simply too restrictive, and their main point and 
argument of what power is, is thus: 
“to the extent that a person or group – consciously or 
unconsciously – creates or reinforces barriers to the 
public airing of policy conflicts, that person or group has 
power”(ibid) 
Bachrach and Baratz believe that power is, in basic 
terms, the mobilization of bias (Steven Lukes, p. 21). This 
is meant to say that when a group or person is attempting 
to pass a policy it is always because of some vested 
interest in that policy, whether it directly affects something 
that the group or person wants, or prevents others from 
achieving something. Thus the decision-makers will 
always be biased, and one can say that power is a 
mobilization of bias. (Lukes, p. 21) 
This is not to say that the elite, or decision-makers, 
are the only ones who benefit, since for the most part there 
are benefits to the general population as well, thereby 
securing the power of the elite (ibid). It is, in other words, 
in the elite’s interest to satisfy the needs of the general 
public enough to allow them to remain in power. 
However, using force to enforce your decision-making, 
and succeeding is very much still counted as being power, 
and Bacrach and Baratz include it in the typology they use 
for defining what is considered as power, which is 
interesting because they widen the scope of what can be 
seen as exercising power, yet they specify each case in 
turn. They are described as such: 
- Coercion; where A secures B’s compliance by the 
threat of deprivation where there is a ‘a conflict over 
values or course of action between A and B’ 
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- Influence; where A ‘without resorting to either a 
tacit or an overt threat of severe deprivation, causes B to 
change his course of action’ 
- Authority; where B complies because he recognizes 
that A’s command is reasonable in terms of his own 
values, either because its content is legitimate and 
reasonable or because it has been arrived at through a 
legitimate and reasonable procedure. 
- Force; where A achieves his objectives in the face 
of B’s noncompliance by stripping him of the choice 
between compliance and noncompliance. 
- Manipulation; seen as an aspect or sub-concept of 
force, since the compliance is forthcoming in the absence 
of recognition on the complier’s part either of the source or 
the exact nature of the demand upon him. 
(Lukes, p. 21-22) 
Once more however, it must be stated that Bachrach 
and Baratz emphasize the need for non-decision-making to 
be an important part of power, and criticize the pluralist’s 
one-dimensional view to fail in this sense. They claim that 
the one-dimensional view puts too much focus on 
behavior, or actions that cause observable effects, and that 
power instead, oftentimes is exercised by “simply” 
confining the scope of decision-making to issues that 
whoever is in power sees as safe, or beneficial (Lukes, p. 
22). They even defend this view by saying that many of 
these decisions are made unconsciously of the immediate 
results, seeing as a dominating group can exert non-
decision-making by simply supporting the current political 
process, as this would continue to benefit them without 
them actually having to do anything. (Lukes, p. 22) 
In a sense, according to a two-dimensional view of 
power, both decision and non-decision-making play an 
important role when it comes to determining power. 
Where decision-making is easy to determine and is the 
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definition of choosing something between alternatives, 
non-decision-making is many times present in that it 
prevents issues from ever reaching the decision-making 
stage to begin with. And even if this should go awry, non-
decision-making can still ensure that whatever outcome 
the decision-makers wish to happen, goes awry in the 
process of making said decision. When presented as such, 
it is difficult to deny that there is power in non-decision-
making. (Lukes, p. 22-23) 
Once more we use Luke’s own words to conclude the 
views on what this power theory entails. 
“So I conclude that the two-dimensional view of 
power involves a qualified critique of the behavioral focus 
of the first view [..]and it allows for consideration of the 
ways in which decisions are prevented from being taken 
on potential issues over which there is an observable 
conflict of (subjective) interests, seen as embodied in 
express policy preferences and sub-political 
grievances.”(Lukes, p. 24-25) 
Three-dimensional view of power: 
 
Critique of behavioral focus 
Focus on: 
a) Decision-making and control over political agenda 
(not necessarily through decisions) 
b) Issues and potential issues 
c) Observable (overt or covert), and latent conflict 
d) Subjective and real interests 
 In spite of the two-dimensional view encompassing 
and covering more areas than the one-dimensional one, 
Lukes still finds it inadequate, and he does so on the 
grounds of three points, and establishes the need for the 
three-dimensional view by fleshing these out. (Lukes, p. 
25) It is important to note that this review of three-
dimensional power is in fact mostly critique of the second, 
and that Lukes only adds few aspects to the existing view 
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of Bachrach and Baratz. He starts off with his critique of 
the two-dimensional view focusing far too much on 
behaviorism. 
With this he means to say that Bachrach and Baratz 
do not pay attention to the fact that individuals make 
decisions or non-decisions, and that these happen 
consciously, whereas the mobilization of bias can happen 
unconsciously, and due to any number of events, 
occurrences and interferences, cultural and societal, 
meaning that the behavior of the actors “controlling” this 
mobilization of bias, is not all that governs it, but that they 
are affected by many outside sources as well. (Lukes, p. 
25-26) 
Luke’s second point is that Bachrach and Baratz are 
wrong in assuming that power can only happen/be 
observed in the case of actual conflict. Firstly because they 
actually contradict themselves when listing the types of 
power mentioned before in two of the cases, manipulation 
and authority. This is due to the fact that they themselves 
explain these as “agreement based upon reason” (Lukes, p- 
27). Here it is obvious to see that if you get someone to 
agree with you through reason, there is no actual conflict 
to begin with, thus nullifying their claim that it is required. 
Lukes also reminds us that sometimes, the most 
insidious power is the manipulative sort, for if you can 
deceive people into never seeing possible conflict, and lure 
them into believing or doing what you want without ever 
exercising your power visibly, then you are truly powerful. 
(Lukes, p. 27). 
Finally, the third critique of Bachrach and Baratz’ 
power conception, is based on them claiming that non-
decision-making only occurs when, and is, the result of 
observable complaints are prevented from entering the 
political process (Lukes, p. 28). This last point is clearly 
linked to the aforementioned one, and Lukes uses some of 
the same arguments. Once more it is an unsatisfactory way 
to determine power, for if the public is not aware of them 
having grievances due to being manipulated by whoever is 
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in power, they are unable to make their complaints come 
to light. (Lukes, p. 28)  
 Discussion/conclusion: 
 
Throughout the three dimensions of power theories 
presented in Steven Lukes’ book, and reviewed by us, it is 
clear to see the evolutionary aspects of it, as each 
subsequent theory includes what the aforementioned one 
was focusing on, but specifies it further, and adds more to 
it. As is seen even from a brief glance, the main point 
evolving from the one, to the two-dimensional view is that 
of the appearance of non-decision making as a powerful 
tool. The one-dimensional view failed to recognize this as 
a factor, and therefore prompted Bachrach and Baratz to 
create the fuller two-dimensional view. 
However, in spite of them covering their chosen 
aspects well and sufficiently, they simply lacked the factor 
of manipulation, and focused more on behaviorism and 
conflicts. The three-dimensional view looks into this 
aspect in both itself, and specifically in the non-decision-
making aspect, and recognizes manipulation as just as 
powerful. Lukes even quotes Dahl in this sense, in spite of 
him being a forebear for the one-dimensional view, he was 
aware of the power of manipulation, stating that “leaders, 
he says, do not merely respond to the preferences of 
constituents; leaders also shape preferences” (Lukes, p. 
27). 
Understanding Hegemony: 
 
Gramsci sought to downplay the economic 
determinism found in Marxist tradition, and develop its 
ability to describe and explain the real world in regard to 
superstructure. Much of his motivation seems to be 
connected to the shortcomings and challenges faced by the 
communists in the 1920 and 1930s, with a lot of working 
class people turning to fascism rather than the revolution 
called for by Marxism (Gitlin, 1994, 516). This meant an 
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emphasis on ideology to succeed with a revolution – and 
to prevent one on the other hand - as well as the 
importance of human agency over economic structure 
alone.  
In Gramsci’s worldview the proletariat is subdued by 
the bourgeoisie not because of physical intimidation or 
indoctrination. In a generalized term the groups who are 
subdued rather accept the values and ideology of the 
dominant group through reasoning of their own (Strinati, 
1995, 166). 
To define hegemony in a simple way, it is when a 
class has succeeded in persuading other classes in their 
society to agree on its own ideas, and moral and cultural 
values. In effect for hegemony to be established an 
agreement by the majority of the population to the broad 
direction of those in power has to be in place. However it 
should be noted that this agreement does not necessarily 
have to be peaceful as the promotion of intellectual, 
cultural and moral values can be combined with physical 
force or other ways to coerce them (Stillo,2012, webpage). 
It is not unlike what people understand to be common 
sense in their society or culture, which through class 
struggle emerges as a way to influence people. (Ibid.)  
It is through these sets of particular values and ideas 
that the dominant class or group attempts to ensure the 
consent of those they try to subordinate – both to gain 
power and maintain it (Simon, 1982, 23).  
To sum it up by the words of Strinati: 
“...Dominant groups in society, including 
fundamentally but not exclusively the ruling class, 
maintain their dominance by securing the 'spontaneous 
consent' of subordinate groups, including the working 
class, through the negotiated construction of a political 
and ideological consensus which incorporates both 
dominant and dominated groups.” (Strinati, 1995, 165)  
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Counter Hegemony and the Historic Bloc 
 
 Interestingly, Gramsci does not claim that hegemony 
is solely a strategy of the bourgeoisie, but something that 
the proletariat themselves can, and should employ. To 
challenge and subvert the ruling class and their hegemony, 
an alternative hegemony must be established. What is 
important to a subjugated group or class is to create 
alliances with other minorities to create what Gramsci 
terms a “historical bloc”. The aim of this historical bloc is 
to enlarge the new hegemony in a way so that it is able to 
compete with the old one and possibly become the new 
dominant hegemony. This makes it necessary to take into 
account the interests of the groups one tries to ally with, 
and combine them with one’s own interests. So the 
hegemony of the ruling classes and the counter hegemony 
of the classes being dominated are always competing for 
the minds of people in an attempt to promote its own 
values and ideas (Stillo,2012, webpage). 
From time to time the dominance of prevailing 
hegemony weakens for a number of reasons, leading the 
opportunity for a subordinate group to break out of its 
limitations and gather broad support for a new hegemony. 
But if these opportunities are not taken the dominant class 
will regain its power – perhaps by instituting new 
alliances. This contrasts the traditional Marxist predictions 
of a sudden awakening of class consciousness, by instead 
emphasizing the prior establishment of a historical bloc 
(Williams, 1992, 27).  
The dynamics between competing hegemonies 
 
The nature of a dominant hegemony is never 
constant, and it is constantly adjusting itself, although 
there are 2 main ways of exercising social control. 
Through census, which is when others voluntarily accept 
and agree to the worldview promoted by the dominant 
group; this is what we also often identify as soft power, 
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and it is a sign of a very strong and well established 
hegemony. 
On the other hand we have a much more hard power 
approach to maintain its hegemony, done through coercion 
and often manifested as threats or actual use of direct 
force. This is a sign of a weakened hegemony (Stillo,2012, 
webpage). 
The method used to challenge a dominant hegemony 
relies on political activity, and not just simply on armed 
revolution as suggested by Marxist tradition. Gramsci 
differentiates between two different approaches to achieve 
victory over a prevailing hegemony.  
The first is what Gramsci calls the “War of 
manoeuvre”. It is the violent revolution of frontal attack 
and means to win quickly. It reduces the risk of counter 
revolutions and is recommended for societies with a 
weakened hegemony (ibid.) 
The other – and very interesting one – is the strategy 
Gramsci termed the “War of position”. It signifies a long 
fight and relies heavily on ideological and cultural 
struggles and is necessary in societies that rely not so 
much on the state itself but on strong hegemonies. So for a 
revolution to be successful the control of the civil society 
must be taken prior to any attempts to take control of the 
state (Strinati, 1995,169). 
Gramsci and modern day media 
 
When considering Gramsci’s emphasis on promoting 
ideology and cultural values as a mean to subordinate 
other groups newspapers, television and the internet could 
very well be seen as institutions by which the dominant 
groups extents and reinforces its hegemony. However 
these platforms can also be used by subordinate groups to 
promote an alternative hegemony, thereby becoming an 
instrument of revolution (Strinati, 1995, 168-169). Many 
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examples of state controlled television used extensively by 
dominant groups to promote a certain worldview have 
been seen, with the North Korean State TV being an 
obvious one. Likewise it is not unheard of that TV news 
stations that offer quite different world views operates 
within the same society; FOX News in the US  could be 
argued as a station that offers a counter hegemony, in 
opposition to the more mainstream news stations like CNN 
and the MSNBC representing a wider American 
hegemony. Lastly Turkeys efforts to close down the 
Kurdish TV station ROJ TV is also interesting in a 
Gramscian sense. 
Framing: 
 
In this section we will be covering framing in media and 
social movements. We will be looking at how we create 
and present perception to the public. How does the public 
perceive truth? It is evident that we in a society need to 
have sources, which the general public trusts. But how do 
we find these sources and how do we hold them 
accountable when they break our trust? 
We will be working with theories of framing; these 
theories apply to how media and social movements present 
any kind of data to their audience (1cssr.ac.uk). In relation 
to ACTA we have reviewed several discourses and 
theories of framing and found literature, which is 
applicable to our case. When looking for this applicability 
it was important for us that the case studies provided in the 
theories we revised, had terms that also matched the 
outline of ACTA. We will therefore in this section review 
what the articles theory/theories are/is, review how the 
articles’ applicability works when used in a different case, 
and finally argue why we can use these theories to better 
understand the ramifications of ACTA.  
What is framing? 
 
Framing is the process between capturing reality as one 
sees it and portraying it to others (1ibid).  When we 
understand a matter which we are presented with, we 
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cannot possibly present it to someone else without 
projecting part of our own reality into the matter. The fact 
that we can never be fully objective means that we capture 
reality as we see it and present it to someone else; we 
frame it.  Framing applies to media because media’s role 
in society is to communicate information. Any form of 
communication can be understood from Saussure’s 
elements of meaning: 
 
 
 
2 
 
What is important to understand here is: When does 
framing begin and what does it change? The sign is 
neutral; it is what it is and has no say in framing. Framing 
does not play a role when the signifier observes the sign, 
but it does play a role once this person tries to 
communicate this sign. Once this is done the person has a 
mental concept of what he/she saw, and this is our frame. 
If the person wishes to share what he/she has seen with 
anyone he/she can only share this frame, not the original 
sign (Fabricius 2011, 492). The difference between to 
people exchanging information is that the benefit. Where a 
person may lie to another person for personal gain, this 
does not work the same way as an organization or a 
collection of organizations (the mass media) whose job it 
is to communicate truth to millions of people.  
Framing in social/mass media 
 
When looking at the media, it becomes evident that 
framing plays a huge role (Chomsky, 19923). When we are 
presented with framing on a massive scale such as mass 
media, it becomes even more evident that portraying a 
selective and believable truth can be very practical for 
those whom it benefits and devastating to those whom it 
does not.  For this reason it is important to establish some 
core concepts that can help us establish the difference 
between basic framing and framing on a massive scale.  
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When dealing with Saussure’s model we are missing out 
some key concepts that especially apply to mass media, 
one of these is the intentional vs. unintentional.  With 
Saussure’s model we simply concluded that it was 
impossible to frame objectivity. You cannot capture a sign 
and present it to someone else without including your 
experience and perception. This is an unintentional part of 
framing referred to as the OX. ‘If I present you with the 
word OX, you cannot be sure what I mean. I could be 
writing the animal ox, or I could be writing hugs and 
kisses, which ox is an abbreviation of in the English 
language. As soon as I specify this I have included my 
interpretation into the frame and removed its objectivity 
(Fabricius 2011 502). But what happens when we deal with 
an intentional framing? What happens when framing 
doesn’t just become something that I have to do, but 
something that I want to do? To explore this we will start 
to review various articles on the topic of framing in the 
media.  
 
Media Discourse and Public Opinion on Nuclear Power: A 
Constructionist Approach 
William A. Gamson, Andre Modigliani 
 
This paper written for The American Journal of Sociology, 
explores the perception of nuclear power in the USA from 
Hiroshima up to the late 70’s. What this paper explores is 
how the media has portrayed nuclear energy throughout 
the decades and whether or not this has changed the public 
opinion on it.  The paper includes various schemas, which 
it uses to understand the framing of nuclear energy. We 
will explore these schemas and argue why they also are 
applicable in our project (4Gamson & Modigliani 1989). 
One of the key concepts in this paper is the term “media 
packages”. When a media wants to give meaning to an 
issue they may apply different classes that can make the 
public understand or perceive an issue in a manner that 
frames the issue at hand differently. The paper deals with 
three different classes: 
A: Cultural resonance 
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B: Sponsor activities 
C: Media Practices 
Cultural resonance: “Not all symbols are equally potent. 
Certain packages have a natural advantage because their 
ideas and language resonate with larger cultural theme 
(4Gamson & Modigliani, p. 5 1989).” ‘When an issue is 
covered long enough it gains a culture of its own. This 
type of issue culture is something the media is particularly 
efficient at creating. A topic that is mentioned in the media 
for long enough will gain its own culture based on 
previous framing. Some issues are better at doing this than 
others are (Ibid p. 5).’ Nearly all large issues in media gain 
an issue culture; this means that the packages the media 
apply to an issue need another class to help differentiate 
what type of issue we are dealing with. 
Sponsor activities: “Much of the changing culture of an 
issue is the product of enterprise. Packages frequently 
have sponsors, interested in promoting their career “(Ibid 
p. 6). Since larger issues nearly always gain a culture in 
the media, it is only logical that somebody who has a 
profitable relation to the issue will be interested in 
addressing it either personally or through an organization 
(Ibid p. 6). Because mass media broadcasts on a massive 
scale, anyone who can address an issue with their own 
frame will be likely to gain from it. This means that 
sponsor activities will be naturally interested in presenting 
themselves in a way that works best for the media because 
if the media broadcasts their frame it will be regarded as 
part of the issue culture (Ibid p.6). 
Media Practices: That sponsors are active does not imply 
that journalists are passive. Journalists' working norms 
and practices add considerable value to the process (Ibid 
p. 7). ‘Media practice determines through numerous 
factors, how media places its trust’ (ibid p. 8). Since an 
issue culture nearly always addresses with a sponsor 
activity the media is forced to pick which sponsor it covers 
and how it covers it. Some of the key factors here are 
credibility and the media’s background (ibid p. 8). The 
media is likely to contest an official sponsor with another 
sponsor. This could be an official statement by the 
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government that gets contested with an unofficial 
statement by someone working for the government. 
Another factor is also the media’s background. Certain 
media may prefer sponsors from one side rather than 
another for a definite or indefinite amount of time (Ibid 
p.8) 
Packages 
 
Based on these three classes, the media can create 
packages, which vary in coverage and importance based 
on the issue at hand. The article works with the following 
packages: Progress, Energy independence, Devil’s 
bargain, Runaway, Public Accountability, not cost 
effective and soft paths. If we take our previous three 
classes, we can plot the packages in as such: 
 
Progress = future good (ABC) 
Energy independence= Progress + nation (ABC) 
Devil’s bargain=Progress + Runaway indecisive (AC) 
Runaway= future bad (ABC) 
Public accountability = Runaway + Not cost effective 
(ABC) 
Not cost effective= soft paths + public accountability 
(ABC) 
Soft path = runaway + public accountability (AB) 
 
Some packages do not include all three classes, we will 
explain why later. We see the packages are divided into 
three different categories scaling pro, neutral and negative. 
Progress represents nuclear energy as the future, no matter 
the decade, progress will look at nuclear energy from a 
positive and necessary perspective (Ibid p. 4). ‘In the 50’s 
progress was packaged as using nuclear energy for good 
(creating power) rather than for evil (creating bombs). 
Whereas in the 70’s progress was packaged as using 
nuclear energy in the safe (American) way vs. the 
irresponsible (Soviet) way (Ibid p. 4). Progress integrates 
well with the energy dependence package because they 
apply for the same cause (pro nuclear) but each favor a 
different class.  
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Devil’s bargain is both negative and positive. The devil’s 
bargain does not allow a particular side to defend or 
criticize nuclear energy this makes it a great topic to 
discuss for the sake of generating an issue culture (Ibid. p 
25). Neutrality usually occurs when their current state 
have both good and bad sides to it. In terms of nuclear 
energy, devils bargain is that at its current state, nuclear 
energy seems to be good but we can also predict that at 
some point it will create consequences that we will 
severely regret, yet on the other hand if we don’t risk this 
we will lose so much from this potential brilliant recourse. 
This can however work well for a sponsor if they are able 
to be presented in the media as an unforeseen ‘savior’ that 
changes the eventual outcome of nuclear energy (a 
technological breakthrough)(Ibid p. 25). 
Lastly, we have the negative packages, runaway being the 
dominant one and also the one covered most in the media 
(ibid p 25). Runaway may describe nuclear power as 
‘something that has been unleashed and can no longer be 
controlled’ Ibid p. 20). This differs from the devil’s 
bargain because runaway does not acknowledge the good 
of nuclear energy. Here runaway instead turns to packages 
such as “not cost effective” saying that the expenses of 
storing it and the potential risks exceed the profits made 
from the energy (ibid p. 25). The negative packages also 
include direct criticism of the pro-nuclear energy claiming 
they  are lies spread by those who profit directly from 
nuclear energy (Ibid p. 21). Finally we have the soft path. 
The soft path is interesting because it addresses the issue 
culture directly. The soft path seems content with 
addressing the framing of nuclear power. This makes it a 
notoriously unpopular package because it addresses the 
media as part of the problem (Ibid p. 18). It is also by far 
the least covered package throughout the entire timespan 
(ibid p. 25). 
Applying the theory to ACTA 
 
When we are looking at ACTA it will of course be 
necessary to change the subcategories, such as energy 
efficiency as they address the issue of nuclear energy and 
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only make sense in this context. We will be using the 
package theory to understand how the media presents 
ACTA and how or if they package it. When working with 
ACTA it is important to note the difference between the 
two cases. ACTA does not have the same issue culture as 
nuclear energy. Nuclear energy has been framed from 
various angles due to consistent relevance and because our 
understanding of it has changed (scientifically). This is not 
the case for ACTA and our goal will be explore how 
ACTA has been covered and if the packages it has been 
placed into have changed the framing of it. We will also be 
looking at a new package regarding lack of coverage. Like 
the soft path in nuclear energy, does lack of coverage 
signify anything?  
Creating a package 
 
To create a package we must understand what makes 
packages exist. In the paper we would see a framing of the 
issue reported by the media. Once this framing was done 
on various mediums and/or for a certain amount of time, it 
would become a package (Ibid p. 2). In order to carry out 
this discourse, we will need to review our data with three 
key concepts: 
1. Which issue culture does the data address?  
-what aspects of ACTA does it address? 
-are they positive or negative? 
 
2. What sponsor is present?  
-is it a side that gains from an outcome of 
ACTA? 
-is the sponsor emotionally, factually or 
opinion based?  
3.  What is the media practice? 
        -Is the media benefiting from an outcome of 
ACTA? 
 -what is the background of the media and 
does it have a tendency for a particular type of  
framing? 
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Comparative and suggestive analysis 
 
It is important to note that when looking through data 
using this theory, it is possible that it will conflict with our 
other theories. Not just in framing but also when speaking 
of Hegemony and PRV. Therefore a package can only be 
applied in a suggestive manner. Since we are only looking 
through a limited number of articles, all of them web 
based, it is important to keep this in mind this form of case 
study may not be entirely correct. It is not a qualitative 
case study but a limited quantitative. Bearing this in mind, 
we will also inspect the amount of results we get, on e.g. a 
search engine. Although we may only inspect one or two 
articles from one news site, how many were there in total 
and/or how long were they? These are also things we will 
keep in mind when analyzing the framing process of mass 
media.  
 
 
Framing and social movements 
 
Social movements are defined as types of group 
actions where many people and/or organizations act on 
social or political issues to produce social change in 
specific arenas of interest. These groups form around 
common ideologies to impact the social order in beneficial 
ways for the organization, but how are these organizations 
formed in the most effective way, and what underlying 
systems produce the strongest and most resonating 
structures?  
Framing has not only become one of the most 
effective ways of structuring social movements and 
impacting change, but is also one of the effective ways of 
analyzing how and why social movements come into 
being. 
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Ideologies, schema and collective action frames 
 
First and foremost a definition of the most basic of 
terms in framing need to be made and differentiated. As 
explained in the previous section, ideologies are a 
collection and culmination of beliefs,  
“Ideology is generally portrayed as a fairly broad, 
coherent, and relatively durable set of beliefs that affects 
one's orientation not only to politics but to everyday life 
more generally.” “or to a more critical view wherein 
ideology is seen as functioning to sustain existing class 
structures and relations of domination” (Robert D. 
Benford and David A. Snow 2000:613). 
Ideologies are the filters or schema that create the 
basis for frames. They become tools for mobilization of 
people’s thoughts and actions on an individual and 
personal level in relation to frames. In addition, collective 
action frames take the concept further, they become a 
socially interactive arena of shared and dynamic meaning 
or ideologies.  
“In contrast, collective action frames function as 
innovative amplifications and extensions of, or antidotes to, 
existing ideologies or components of them. Accordingly, 
ideology functions as both a constraint and resource in 
relation to framing processes and collective action frames” 
(Benford and Snow 2000:613 
Dynamics of social action frames 
 
To create, manage, and implement social action 
frames a dynamic and evolving set of criteria must be 
implemented. These core frames structure a social 
movement and become the engine of its intended 
mobilization. The core frames consist of the: 
 
• Diagnostic frame- this frame identifies and 
defines the subject/s that the organization will act in 
favor of. The boundaries of the movement’s 
ideologies are defined here as well. Usually the 
subject is portrayed as a victim or subjugated party. 
This dynamic plays on the “injustice frame”. The 
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frame can also be built upon “adversarial framing”. 
This frame is constructed upon the basis of working 
against a common entity or enemy. (Benford and 
Snow 2000:615-616) 
 
• Prognostic frame – this frame becomes the 
formulation of purpose and defines the “plan of 
attack”. It is a dynamic in the sense that it constantly 
has to adjust to adversarial criticism and logic while 
reinforcing its own. Though it is dynamic, it is still 
constrained by the diagnostic frame in the sense that 
it has to stay true to the movement’s ideologies and 
only produce viable solutions in respect to the 
subject’s interests. (Benford and Snow 2000:616) 
 
• Motivational frame- this frame is the 
mobilization plan of the movement. It reinforces the 
ideologies of the movement through internal and 
external propaganda of the movement. It creates 
motivation for recruitment plans for implementation 
of actions towards the movement’s final goal. 
(Benford and Snow 2000:617) 
 
These initial frames are used to create a movement, 
state intent and begin movement towards an end goal, but 
this is just the skeleton of much bigger body the 
organization must become in order to see its goal 
actualized. 
Development of frames 
 
To become a powerful entity able to effectively 
implement social or political change an organization must 
develop and bolster itself. Once the skeleton of the 
organization has been defined the gathering of recourses 
and persons must take place. Influence and credibility 
must be developed, and this takes place through other 
processes meant to strengthen the frame. 
One of the processes of garnering influence is 
through the message of the movement. The “discursive 
process” is the speech acts and signs of movement. What 
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is said greatly influences public perception of the 
movement. Not only what, but how the message is stated 
also directly impacts how the message is portrayed. 
(Benford and Snow 2000:623) 
The “strategic process” is the deliberate way in which 
the organization frames itself. This could also be called 
goal oriented framing. This method becomes a way to gain 
further influence by implementing the frame building 
processes of  
 
• Frame bridging- the linking of movements 
through common ideology. 
• Frame amplification- idealization of 
ideologies. Also, the embellishment or clarification 
of ideologies. 
• Frame extension- extending the frame beyond 
the primary interest of the organization to attract 
more proponents. This may produce unintended 
problematic issues with objections in forms of 
“purity of movement” arguments. 
• Frame transformation- updating, revamping 
and the modernization of old ideas.  
(Benford and Snow 2000:624-625) 
 
All of these framing methods are used with the intent 
of forming a larger range of the frame as to allow a larger 
mobilization of the movement.  
In the “contested process” opposing frames challenge 
or undermine the movements frame in effort to damage the 
organization. This can also be called “counterframing”. 
This process either reinforces the frame or causes 
reframing. (Benford and Snow 2000:625-626) 
Lastly, the “credentialing process” reinforces 
credibility in the movement. Through the portrayal of 
status, credibility, professionalism, knowledge and 
expertise the movement represents itself as a reliable 
source of information. The providing of empirical 
evidence also enforces credibility and boosts continuity 
within the ideologies of the movement. (Benford and 
Snow 2000:621) 
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Influence: Flexibility, Scope and Resonance 
 
The influence a movement can garner is directly 
proportionate to how many “targets of mobility” (persons 
or entities to influence) it can reach. Some of the 
perimeters restricting these are the flexibility of the frames, 
the scope, and the resonance of the frames. The ability to 
be inclusive of other frames allows for a larger focus 
group. Restricting the frames can be detrimental to a 
movement if the organization appears to marginalize to 
many or appears closed to groups, and may imply 
contradictions in the ideology of the frames. It can also be 
beneficial in the sense that it stays zeroed in on an issue, or 
so that the frames that the collective action frame 
encompasses don’t themselves contradict each other. 
(Benford and Snow 2000:618) 
The flexibility of the frame directly correlates to the 
scope of influence a movement can achieve. Again, by 
staying focused on one or a couple correlating ideologies 
the frames retain continuity. 
Framing and social movements 
 
Social movements are defined as types of group 
actions where many people and/or organizations act on 
social or political issues to produce social change in 
specific arenas of interest. These groups form around 
common ideologies to impact the social order in beneficial 
ways for the organization, but how are these organizations 
formed in the most effective way, and what underlying 
systems produce the strongest and most resonating 
structures?  
Framing has not only become one of the most 
effective ways of structuring social movements and 
impacting change, but is also one of the effective ways of 
analyzing how and why social movements come into 
being. 
Ideologies, schema and collective action frames 
 
First and foremost, a definition of the most basic of 
terms in framing needs to be made and differentiated. As 
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explained in the previous section, ideologies are a 
collection and culmination of beliefs,  
“Ideology is generally portrayed as a fairly broad, 
coherent, and relatively durable set of beliefs that affects 
one's orientation not only to politics but to everyday life 
more generally.” “or to a more critical view wherein 
ideology is seen as functioning to sustain existing class 
structures and relations of domination” (Robert D. 
Benford and David A. Snow 2000:613). 
Ideologies are the filters or schema that creates the 
basis for frames. They become tools for mobilization of 
people’s thoughts and actions on an individual and 
personal level in relation to frames. In addition, collective 
action frames take the concept further, they become a 
socially interactive arena of shared and dynamic meaning 
or ideologies.  
“In contrast, collective action frames function as 
innovative amplifications and extensions of, or antidotes to, 
existing ideologies or components of them. Accordingly, 
ideology functions as both a constraint and resource in 
relation to framing processes and collective action frames” 
(Benford and Snow 2000:613) 
Dynamics of social action frames 
 
To create, manage, and implement social action 
frames a dynamic and evolving set of criteria must be 
implemented. These core frames structure a social 
movement and become the engine of its intended 
mobilization. The core frames consist of the: 
 
• Diagnostic frame- this frame identifies and 
defines the subject/s that the organization will act in 
favor of. The boundaries of the movement’s 
ideologies are defined here as well. Usually the 
subject is portrayed as a victim or subjugated party. 
This dynamic plays on the “injustice frame”. The 
frame can also be built upon “adversarial framing”. 
This frame is constructed upon the basis of working 
against a common entity or enemy. (Benford and 
Snow 2000:615-616) 
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• Prognostic frame – this frame becomes the 
formulation of purpose and defines the “plan of 
attack”. It is a dynamic in the sense that it constantly 
has to adjust to adversarial criticism and logic while 
reinforcing its own. Though it is dynamic, it is still 
constrained by the diagnostic frame in the sense that 
it has to stay true to the movement’s ideologies and 
only produce viable solutions in respect to the 
subject’s interests. (Benford and Snow 2000:616) 
 
• Motivational frame- this frame is the 
mobilization plan of the movement. It reinforces the 
ideologies of the movement through internal and 
external propaganda of the movement. It creates 
motivation for recruitment plans for implementation 
of actions towards the movement’s final goal. 
(Benford and Snow 2000:617) 
 
These initial frames are used to create a movement, 
state intent and begin movement towards an end goal, but 
this is just the skeleton of much bigger body the 
organization must become in order to see its goal 
actualized. 
Development of frames 
 
To become a powerful entity able to effectively 
implement social or political change an organization must 
develop and bolster itself. Once the skeleton of the 
organization has been defined the gathering of recourses 
and persons must take place. Influence and credibility 
must be developed, and this takes place through other 
processes meant to strengthen the frame. 
One of the processes of garnering influence is 
through the message of the movement. The “discursive 
process” is the speech acts and signs of movement. What 
is said greatly influences public perception of the 
movement. Not only what, but how the message is stated 
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also directly impacts how the message is portrayed. 
(Benford and Snow 2000:623) 
The “strategic process” is the deliberate way in which 
the organization frames itself. This could also be called 
goal oriented framing. This method becomes a way to gain 
further influence by implementing the frame building 
processes of  
 
• Frame bridging- the linking of movements 
through common ideology. 
• Frame amplification- idealization of 
ideologies. Also, the embellishment or clarification 
of ideologies. 
• Frame extension- extending the frame beyond 
the primary interest of the organization to attract 
more proponents. This may produce unintended 
problematic issues with objections in forms of 
“purity of movement” arguments. 
• Frame transformation- updating, revamping 
and the modernization of old ideas.  
(Benford and Snow 2000:624-625) 
 
All of these framing methods are used with the intent 
of forming a larger range of the frame as to allow a larger 
mobilization of the movement.  
In the “contested process” opposing frames challenge 
or undermine the movements frame in effort to damage the 
organization. This can also be called “counterframing”. 
This process either reinforces the frame or causes 
reframing. (Benford and Snow 2000:625-626) 
Lastly, the “credentialing process” reinforces 
credibility in the movement. Through the portrayal of 
status, credibility, professionalism, knowledge and 
expertise the movement represents itself as a reliable 
source of information. The providing of empirical 
evidence also enforces credibility and boosts continuity 
within the ideologies of the movement. (Benford and 
Snow 2000:621) 
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Influence: Flexibility, Scope and Resonance 
 
The influence a movement can garner is directly 
proportionate to how many “targets of mobility” (persons 
or entities to influence) it can reach. Some of the 
perimeters restricting these are the flexibility of the frames, 
the scope, and the resonance of the frames. The ability to 
be inclusive of other frames allows for a larger focus 
group. Restricting the frames can be detrimental to a 
movement if the organization appears to marginalize to 
many or appears closed to groups, and may imply 
contradictions in the ideology of the frames. It can also be 
beneficial in the sense that it stays zeroed in on an issue, or 
so that the frames that the collective action frame 
encompasses don’t themselves contradict each other. 
(Benford and Snow 2000:618) 
The flexibility of the frame directly correlates to the 
scope of influence a movement can achieve. Again, by 
staying focused on one or a couple correlating ideologies 
the frames retain continuity. 
Having a scope of influence, it is important to create 
resonance within the movement. Frames achieve this by 
implementing a couple different tools. Namely:  
  
• Centrality- adherence to the value system and 
ideologies of the targets of mobilization. 
• Experiential commensurability- congruency 
or resonance in the daily lives of targets of mobility. 
• Narrative fidelity- a cultural resonance, 
specifically an adherence to inherent and latent 
ideologies of the targets of mobility’s culture. 
(Benford and Snow 2000:612-622) 
 
While these tools are used to directly effect a social 
movement, an effect that may be unseen or uncontrolled, 
or one that when used properly can be seen in a slightly 
softer way, is that of the “audience effect”. The audience 
effect is a shift in the focus of the frame, due to changes in 
the collective ideology or a shift implemented by the 
frame creators, which causes the frame to affect different 
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audiences. It can be seen as a dynamic exchange between 
the audience and frame creators. (Benford and Snow 
2000:630) 
Outcomes of social framing 
 
To help a social movement continue to grow, goals or 
checkpoints must be achieved. Proper social framing can 
be very effective in helping actualize goals or in garnering 
social and political favor. This may be seen in the opening 
of political opportunities. Social framing then becomes the 
platform for possible political influence, or, the stage that 
allows the social movement to develop and instate 
“political opportunity” frames. (Benford and Snow 
2000:631) 
The results of an effective movement are not only 
seen in the political or public arena but also in that of the 
individual. “Participation in social movements frequently 
involves enlargement of personal identity for participation 
and offers fulfillment and realization of self” (Gamson 
1992b:56, Benford and Snow 2000:631). The social 
movement also links the collective ideology to that of the 
individual and vice versa, thusly creating a dynamic 
relationship that improves the growth of not only the 
movement but of the individuals that share contact with 
the respective movement. 
We can now see how many of the processes that 
create social action framing are implemented, changed and 
developed. It is a commonly held that the more effective 
the social action frame, the more prevalent that the goals 
of the social movement are achieved. In conclusion of the 
theory, we can see how powerful a social movement can 
be when backed by strong social action frames.  
Chapter 3 – ACTA Analysis: 
 
ACTA as part of a hegemonic struggle over Intellectual 
property (IP) regulations: 
 
First of all it is important to stress the pluri-lateral nature 
of ACTA, and as such the actions of states cannot be 
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disregarded. On the other hand the role of bilateral 
frameworks and international organizations – whether 
regional or global – must also be taken into account, as 
well as how they relate to each other.  
Over the past couple of decades both the protection of IP 
and the access to affordable IP has emerged as a priority of 
both states and non-states actors. Interestingly the 
establishing of both norms and rules happen 
simultaneously in multiple forums, e.g. WTO/TRIPS, 
WHO, WIPO and ACTA (Sell, 2011:7-8). 
These could all be seen as institutions representing places 
where a historic bloc in the neo-Gramscian sense, defines 
rules and norms as well as enforcing these, but 
interestingly, many of these lack compatibility and some 
are even in direct conflict with each other.  An example is 
HIV/AIDS drugs that on one hand are protected in TRIPS, 
which conflicts with commitment to promote public health 
as defined in the World Health Organization (WHO). 
Also, the IP regulations can come into conflict with 
various human rights declarations that emphasizes right to 
health and education (Sell,2011:8). 
All of these are disputes that in some way or another draw 
parallels to the heated debate concerning ACTA, which is 
why some basic insight into the much wider struggle 
concerning IP regulation is required, to understand  
ACTA’s place in this ongoing conflict.  
   
Concerning IP only the WTO framework offers hard law 
in a sense that it is binding and enforceable. For example, 
if a party feels its IP rights have been violated according to 
TRIPS the Dispute Settlement Mechanism (DSM) can 
enforce various trade sanctions on the violator (Ibid.).  
Nevertheless as the values and ideas spread among the 
different institutions differ, and the lack of consensus of 
which has the primacy over the others, it opens for 
different groups to pursue their agenda in the institutions 
most compatible with their own interests. Using the “IP-
maximalist” agenda as the starting point, this is where we 
can start to identify who is pushing this agenda, as they 
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constantly shift forums - if they are unable to enforce their 
agenda – to other institutions that suit their needs better.  
 
On an interesting side note, that also exemplifies the 
practice of the United States of America to withdraw from 
venues that does not suit their agenda, is the current 
dispute regarding the acceptance of Palestine as a member 
of UNESCO.  Such a membership will also automatically 
trigger a Palestinian membership of U.N.'s World 
Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO), and it is US 
policy by law to withdraw from any institutions that accept 
Palestine as a member (LA times, webpage). Obviously it 
is linked to the US-Israeli relations, and the general US 
policy concerning the Middle East, but what is important 
to note is the US tendency to withdraw from institutions 
not simply because of - for example in this case - actual 
disputes regarding IP within WIPO, but because it comes 
into conflict with a much larger worldview promoted by 
them.  
This serves to exemplify the complex nature of exercising 
hegemony on a global scale, and therefore caution should 
be shown as to avoid simplifying the actions made in these 
forums, as they are more often than not related to a much 
grander pursuit of establishing certain hegemony.  
Still it should be noted, that the US back in the 80s had 
already started to shift its focus away from WIPO, and 
through the General Agreement on Trade and Tariffs 
(GATT) by linking IP regulation to market access, 
something that resulted in TRIPS within the WTO 
framework (Sell,2011:11).  
However it is not only the IP maximalists that actively 
pursues its interests in international institutions, as 
especially developing countries and NGOs have emerged 
as an oppositional force attempting to hinder the 
implementation IP regulations in their own law, referring 
to treaties and declarations agreed upon in other 
institutions. This explain why the US took initiative to 
once again attempt a shift to another forum by creating 
ACTA with likeminded IP maximalist countries, with the 
aim of establishing a norm outside the influence of the 
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opponents.  
According to the ideas of Gramsci it could be interpreted 
as sign of weakened hegemony by the groups in power, as 
it now relies more heavily on hard power to try and coerce 
the rest of the world. If instead the “ACTA countries” had 
relied on consensus to pursue its agenda it should not be 
necessary to constantly shift between international forums, 
and even if an ACTA-like agreement would be needed, 
one would think other nations would also have been 
invited to negotiations of the treaty. Also concerning the 
negotiations, possible opponents within their own 
countries represented by different NGOs and advocacy 
groups have been left in the dark, and had little if no 
insight into the whole process before very late, as 
suspicion towards ACTA in the affected countries grew – 
very much fueled by the same NGOs and advocacy groups 
left in the dark.  
 
 
Framing and ACTA  
 
As described earlier, framing differs from the act of 
explaining or even lying between two people. When 
dealing with framing, it is important to establish that there, 
according to our article from Gamson and Modigliani, 
must be an organization that portrays a world view(s) to a 
group of people. Framing doesn’t have to be associated 
with the media, but it has to be associated with an 
organization that is accepted for presenting the truth 
(fp&sm 613). The mass media is without a doubt one of 
the ”biggest” organizations of this kind and it is exactly for 
this reason that we wish to use our theory to analyze 
how/if the mass media has framed ACTA in any particular 
way, is it consistent throughout different companies? And 
how much has it been covered? These are some of the 
questions we will be exploring in the following chapter. 
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The mass Media and ACTA 
 
When Gamson and Modigliani sought to cover nuclear 
energy with their theory, they had one fundamental 
difference between their case and ours: Time. Gamson and 
Modigliani’s article studies a case that spans nearly 40 
years, covering a very controversial subject that the 
majority of people knew very little about. Here ACTA 
obviously differs in the fact that the treaty itself is only 4 
years old and has been known to the broad public for 
roughly 6 months (although available for much longer),but 
more on this later. The second and perhaps biggest 
defining factor is the media’s role. With nuclear energy, it 
became known to the world first as a military device that 
unleashed a destructive force beyond anything the world 
had ever seen. Here it was the media’s job to bring this 
news to the public. As nuclear energy evolved and became 
a source of energy consumable for society, different news 
organizations with different ideologies, would apply 
different packages of nuclear energy depending on the 
issue culture, sponsor activity and media practice. ACTA 
is entirely different in this perspective for two main 
reasons: 
1. It was not revealed by the mass media, but by 
Wikileaks  
2. It already had an issue culture before the media 
covered it 
Wikileaks is a nonprofit media organization that like most 
media organizations receives information and makes this 
available to the public. The controversy of Wikileaks is 
that it has for years been able to acquire information that 
has been sensitive to many governments and corporations 
around the world (Wikileaks1 2006-2012). This is no 
different when it comes to ACTA and this meant that 
when the mass media sought to cover ACTA they had to 
be aware of the fact that a large group in society already 
had an idea of what ACTA was and that the abbreviation 
itself was already associated negatively by many, due to 
the framing of the social media/internet (an analysis of the 
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social media’s framing is available earlier in the paper). 
Keeping the premise of how ACTA was revealed to the 
public, also meant that we had to establish some rules for 
our own research on the mass media which we will present 
before analyzing the data: 
News Companies 
 
To create a discourse and provide a better comparative 
analysis, we decided to select articles from two different 
types of companies: The ”biggest” media companies and 
the most opinion leading companies. This is because 
defining ‘the best’ on a single factor would be imbalanced 
and therefore finding the ”biggest” in the business defined 
by a variation of factors will create a better comparison 
and also present a more in depth analysis. 
“The ”biggest”” (Television) 
 
To make the searching for articles as easy and equal as 
possible, all research is web-based for both groups. 
Finding the ”biggest” news companies in the world took 
some time given that the word “big” varies in meaning. 
Taking as example The Young Turks, a free online news 
show, it averages the most hits online with over 30 million 
per month, their monetary value is however incomparable 
with CNN or Fox News. Given that all of the ”biggest” 
news companies gain their views from many different 
kinds of media, we based the search entirely on the 
companies’ grossing value which provided us with the 
following companies (not listed by value): 
1. BBC – BBC news 
2.  News Corporation - Sky News  
3. Time Warner - CNN 
4.  The Walt Disney Co. – ABC News 
5. Bertelsen AG. – RTL Network 
6. NBC Universal – MSNBC 
7. Viacom – CBS News 
(newint.org 2001) (Every corporation represents 1 article in our case 
study, other articles were studied, but are not included in the package 
analysis, because they could not provide us with the information within 
the premises of our research.)  
Given Vivendi Universal’s merge with NBC in 2004, we 
exchanged Vivendi Universal with NBC Universal 
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(reuters.com). We also included BBC because it is the 
largest news company in the world, measuring staff and 
coverage (medianesline.com).  
“The most powerful” (Newspapers) 
 
Idyllically, media that provides high opinion leading 
articles, are regarded as powerful compared to other 
media. According to medianator.com, a media research 
institute that  reports and analyzes the quality of media 
content: “ One of the methodologies in selecting opinion 
leading media is to use media that are most cited, have an 
impact on other media and  therefore have the ”biggest” 
importance within a country”(Medianator.com 2012) This 
of course means that any media company would be 
interested in presenting itself as a candidate for this 
because it makes them seem trustworthy and therefore 
more powerful. Which  companies that generate the most 
opinion leading content therefore requires extensive 
amounts of research. Here we are not just dealing with a 
budget to determine who we cover, but dealing with the 
term “good”, which is subjective and therefore not 
applicable, or powerful, which if not to be deemed 
subjective must be thoroughly researched and referenced. 
Doing this would take the project away from its original 
goal: to analyze power structures in society and their 
relation to ACTA. Therefore we will set some premises 
that make our list of “the most powerful” relatable to “the 
”biggest””. We will try to establish a list of not the most 
powerful, but a list of those that are widely deemed as 
powerful and capable of producing high opinion leading 
media based on these 4 premises:  
1. The company must not be owned by one of the 
media corporations in “the ”biggest””. 
2. Reaches out to roughly the same audience as the 
once in “the ”biggest””.  
3. Awards – journalist and/or Newspaper/article/story 
of the year awards.  Because we are dealing with 
mass media, it is fair to assume that a news 
company that is recognized as providing opinion 
leading articles would also have been awarded for 
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this. These awards must be globally available or 
globally recognized. 
4. All companies must write newspapers. Television 
produces much more revenue than newspapers and 
therefore we were unable to include any newspapers 
in our “the ”biggest”” group. To rebalance this, the 
most powerful do not include television. “The most 
powerful” could perhaps more accurately be 
described as “the most powerful newspapers”. 
With these premises established we were able to gather 
information from the following  4 newspapers: 
1. The Washington Post (* approx. since 2001, USA) 
2. NY Times (*, USA) 
3. The daily Telegraph (Conservative, UK) 
4. The Guardian (Liberal, UK) 
Source: “The most powerful” under Mass media framing in the bibliography for 
each article respectively. Every company represents 1 article. * a political 
alignment is in the USA deemed as a controversy and although it is an ‘unspoken 
truth’ that NY Times is liberal and Washington Post is conservative (the best 
references for this seen on Wikipedia which are also linked in the bibliography 
under the same section). We will not examine them from a political aspect 
because their alignment is not perceived the same way as alignments are in Europe 
and is therefore not equivalent.  
Time 
 
Wikileaks has publicly available versions of ACTA that 
date back to 2008, but the internet community was first 
actively involved in ACTA from late December 
(Wikileaks2 2011). Our initial aim was to base our 
research on articles dating from December 2011-January 
2012. This however, was not possible due to the lack of 
articles from our “the ”biggest”” group. Furthermore, it 
created a conflict between the social media where many 
activist groups would sprawl up based on various factors 
as compared to the mass media which seemed to act on the 
same factors and same events. After having looked 
through the databases of  both our  groups, the 
demonstrations in Poland from January 26th was 
something that could be found on the majority of the 
websites. To avoid limiting our search too much, we 
decided to exclude any articles after February 22nd, the 
date where Germany put ACTA on hold for review. This 
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decision was made because we wanted to give the media 
the option of covering a handful of events but also allow 
them to cover them from different perspectives. This field 
of research made the majority of articles regarding ACTA 
available . 
Number of articles 
 
Our initial goal was to find 33 separate articles in total. 
This would give us three articles per company (out of the 
total 11 companies) allowing us to look for similar 
packages on a variety of articles. Unfortunately, this was 
not possible. In many cases, the articles we found were, if 
not exactly similar, very closely related. Some websites 
included a link to the origin of the article, which most of 
the time was from reuters.com or Associated Press. To 
avoid looking at the same purchased article on different 
websites we decided to narrow down the number of 
articles to one different article per company. As mentioned 
before, not all search engines were similar and in some 
cases we were forced to examine multiple news companies 
for one corporation (e.g. Sky News, Fox News NY Post 
and The Sun for News Corporation). Therefore the data 
should not be looked upon as a declaration of how much 
every corporation separately covered ACTA, but rather 
how the seven biggest companies did. With our second 
group, the smaller amount of articles, but larger articles 
allowed us to closely examine the content and structure of 
each article. This was also relevant for this group because 
the articles were very different from each other. Because 
not every company states if the article is written by their 
staff or bought from a different company, the articles are 
not necessarily from the company they represent, but all 
articles are unique and none of the articles that are 
included are the same. This does not count for our second 
group, where every article is written by their staff. 
Explanation of packages and scoreboard 
 
Using Gamson and Modigliani’s framing theory we 
established packages based on the following three factors: 
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A: Cultural resonance – Here we examined what the 
article emphasized the most. Since ACTA Can be 
approached from a variety of issues, the main part of the 
article states what issue culture the article is emphasizing. 
B: Sponsor activities – In this we explore if the article 
cites a specific site or company when explaining 
something. Sponsor activities are limited to the obvious 
ones, because proving that a company secretly represents a 
side would make the project far too broad and is 
unnecessary for our project since we only examine the 
framing of one article per company. Therefore a biased 
article does not determine general opinion of a company 
necessarily, it could also be a sole instance.  
C: Media Practices – Media practice and sponsor activities 
are different with ACTA compared to nuclear energy. 
With nuclear energy, a new efficient way to store nuclear 
waste could be a sponsor activity if covered by the media. 
With ACTA, a sponsor activity could be government 
officials who state that ACTA does not interfere with 
private users and their internet privacy. Also, examining 
who explains what ACTA is in an article may not tell us as 
much, as compared to examining who does not. This 
means that for ACTA, media practices and sponsor 
activities are closely related because no research 
development or progress can be applied to ACTA like you 
can with nuclear energy. Media practice however differs 
from sponsor activity on the media’s personal methods. 
Here we can examine if the package they establish is 
related to what kind of media it is, is the media free? Does 
it provide exclusive premium content? Is it televised news 
or a newspaper? Does the company operate over a number 
of media? Although all our research is online, the media 
where the company makes its revenue varies. One 
company may make far more revenue through cable 
whereas another makes more on internet articles. The 
same goes for our power group where opinion leading 
media that, although deemed to be more powerful, still 
reaches out to people differently than a company that 
operates in multiple media. This is important to factor in 
especially when given the fact that ACTA has so much 
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web based controversy with it. In a nutshell, cultural 
resonance asks, what are they (the media) saying ACTA 
is? Sponsor activity asks, who do they (the media) say 
knows this? And Media practice asks, why are they (the 
media) saying they (sponsor activity) say this? Media 
Practice will not matter as much for analyzing our 
packages data because as previously stated, we do not 
intend to examine every specific companies’ in their main 
media, but it will matter when we compare the packages to 
each other and amount of established coverage between 
Jan 26th – Feb 22nd.  
Analyzing the data 
 
The ”biggest” 
 
 
(All articles can be found in the Bibliography under “Mass media framing – The 
”biggest””. 7 articles were used for this graph and a total of 12 companies were 
examined all owned by the 7 corporations. Some of them unable to provide any 
articles and were therefore not included.) 
As the chart shows, the most covered approach to ACTA 
was emphasizing the conflict of internet restriction vs. 
Copyright protection, providing no direct sponsor activity. 
This goes well with Gamson and Modigliani’s statement 
regarding their Devil’s bargain package. The Devil’s 
bargain package was a neutral package often applied by 
the media where nuclear energy was both bad and good. 
This as they explained was a very beneficial package for 
the media itself and good for media practice because it was 
very easy to frame as a neutral objective approach, where 
the media practice became the sponsor activity (Gamson 
and Modigliani 1989:25). The other package created was a 
progress package emphasizing Rioting and hacking and a 
pro-ACTA sponsor activity. In Gamson and Modigliani’s 
article, media using this package would frame nuclear 
energy as a good thing, and that, when everything was said 
0
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
Cultural
Resonance
Sponsor
Activities
Media
Practice
Rioting and Hacking
Internet Restriction
vs. Copyright
Protection
Pro ACTA treaty
None directly
 64
and done, the future would be brighter with nuclear energy 
(Ibid:4). This package is harder to apply with ACTA 
because there is no research or development that applies to 
ACTA. Since it is not an invention, but a treaty and 
progress must therefore be applied as a security issue, and 
security issues are only relevant if there is danger. This 
gives us two packages to look at: 
 
Devil’s Bargain/Neutral: 5 articles 
Progress/IP dependency: 2 articles 
 
Let us look at the neutral first: As previously stated, the 
neutral creates a positive framework for the media itself 
because the media becomes the sponsor activity. To a 
person who knows nothing about ACTA, a media that 
explains what ACTA is, why the government is 
implementing it, why the critics dislike it and why the 
public is demonstrating against it, will become a 
trustworthy organization that is stating the facts. This 
however begs the question, which facts are stated and 
which that are not? One of the most notable things about, 
not just the 5 articles that went with the neutral schema, 
but all articles examined, was that not a single one of them 
explained how ACTA was revealed to the public. 
Wikileaks, the organization that leaked the document was 
not mentioned once, the fact that ACTA was discussed 
without including NGO’s was not mentioned either and 
only two articles (Sky News and MSNBC) mentioned that 
the public was demonstrating because ACTA was kept 
away from the public. The 5 articles that went with a 
neutral schema would instead, when explaining what 
ACTA was refer to it as a treaty that sought to ratify IP 
protection globally, but that critics feared that it would 
meddle with the private user’s internet privacy and that 
this was why people were demonstrating. Framing 
happens here because the neutrality of the neutral package 
is broken in the lack of coverage. When mentioning 
hacking, all articles would also relate hacking to be a 
retaliation affiliated with the government meddling with 
the private user’s internet privacy. Although this is true, it 
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is important to remember that just as including information 
from both sides of an argument is a neutral thing to do, 
excluding facts such as Wikileaks exposure, government 
secrecy, the exclusion of NGO’s during the negotiations 
and even not covering the belief amongst critics that 
ACTA was heavily lobbied and favors one industry over 
another, is subjective (ibid:6). This creates an interesting 
difference between the neutral schemata of nuclear energy 
and the neutral schemata of ACTA. Gamson and 
Modigliani states that ambivalence is the key factor in the 
devil’s bargain stating that it represents the issue in a 
neutral manner but that this is done in a self-promoting 
manner because it implies that the audience needs the 
media in case the outcome changes (Ibid:25, 30). With 
ACTA, ambivalence seems to be exchanged with  
coverage. The neutral schema for the mass media framing 
of ACTA can be summarized to contain 4 key elements:  
1. Reveals information from both sides in small 
portions. 
2. Creates an article that is easy to read and covers a 
lot of ground.  
3. Represents itself as the sponsor by withholding 
where it has received its information from.  
4. Stating some facts which are true, but to an 
opinionated side these may feel like a 
misrepresentation because they contain so little 
information.  
This seems to be a key factor for successfully applying a 
neutral schema to these short articles (the longest being 
809 words, the shortest 324).  
The second package, which was only found in two cases 
was a positive schema applying progress, which we will 
call IP dependency. The two articles approach IP 
dependency very differently, so we will examine them 
separately. Article one from Sky News when explaining 
what ACTA was, linked the government’s Intellectual 
Property Office (IPO) to provide the explanation. When 
Sky News highlights text in a sentences like this: “The 
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demonstrators voiced their opposition to the Anti-
Counterfeiting Trade Agreement (Acta), which seeks to 
establish international protection of intellectual property 
(IP)”(Sky News 2012) and links it to a government 
website for IP, we clearly see that Sky News finds the 
government’s explanation of what ACTA is to be more 
appropriate than providing their own (which was what all 
neutrally framed articles did) or with one from an 
independent source. The framing process is there because 
there is no information regarding who explains what, it is 
just presented as a fact that what that website says, is what 
ACTA is. 
 The article goes on to cite the critic’s concerns without 
linking their claims to any websites. This creates an 
obvious imbalance in neutrality because when inspecting 
their references, the demonstrators are framed as people 
who are only interested in preserving their ability to pirate 
copyrighted goods. The article does cite an “Anti-ACTA 
protestor”: "It was negotiated in secret without adequate 
parliamentary scrutiny. It is very important that the matter 
of digital rights is taken more seriously. In a number of 
European countries it is higher up the agenda than it is 
here" (Sky News 2012). The article goes on frame 
protestor’s concerns by including SOPA and the closure of 
megaupload.com as reasons for the demonstrations and 
Anonymous’ attacks on government websites. Once again 
it is interesting to see the immediate link between 
protestors, hackers and pirates, yet neither addressing the 
above mentioned quote about secrecy, nor that IPP (IP 
protection) is widely seen by the Anti-ACTA groups as a 
synonym for corporate monopoly (more on this later).  
The second article is from RTL and is from a magazine 
called “<Backstage>”. This article varies greatly from Sky 
News because it does not frame a truth or hold back on 
when it is subjective and when it is not. This article is 
clearly subjective from the beginning until the end with 
the title: “Why copyright protection is vital for a healthy 
industry”, it is almost more tempting to analyze the article 
itself rather than its framing because it is so open about it. 
The article presents various arguments that fits not only 
 67
into our IP dependency package but provides reference 
and arguments for IPP and CP (Copyright Protection) as 
being a vital part of Europe’s industry. In terms of framing 
or spinning the truth, not much can be said about this 
article. The reader can disagree with the necessity of CP, 
but he/she can investigate the facts that they state at any 
point, just as one would do in any academic article. The 
only time where framing is present in this article is when 
the article reflects upon its own company (RTL) and its 
role with CP: “In France and Belgium, Groupe M6 and 
RTL Belgium have already found a solution for this issue: 
With the ‘Séries pass‘, viewers are able to watch US series 
only 24 hours after their US broadcast…” (Backstage 
2012:4). Here we see progress and IP dependency 
packages are being framed once again by the lack of 
information being presented. The issue the article 
addresses here is that in many cases, TV programs from 
the USA are available much later in Europe which can be 
fixed on RTL by paying a fee to receive the ‘Séries Pass’ 
in addition to your  the service you already pay for. This 
however fails to address why the user must pay extra for 
complications that TV stations have with each other, 
complications which are not seen on the Internet, or why 
RTL is even needed in the first place. How would it harm 
copyright protection if the user were to pay the people 
making the series directly and watch it online if they did 
not mind avoiding TV altogether? RTL being a television 
corporation does not address this issue, which is definitely 
a framing process given that they reference and present 
this article as cold facts and an explanation on “Why 
copyright protection is vital for a healthy industry”, whose 
industry?  
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The most powerful 
 
 
All articles including the Wikipedia information mentioned earlier can be found in 
the bibliography under “Mass media framing – the most powerful”.  
 
Keeping  the previous factors for creating a package in 
mind, let us look directly at the packages that came out of 
the four articles:  
 
Neutral: 2 
Pro-ACTA/IP Dependency: 1 
Anti-ACTA/Runaway: 1 
 
To present equal boundaries for our two groups, this group 
also provided one article per company. Our requirements 
for timeline (Jan 26th –  Feb 22nd) and unaffiliated 
companies only meant that we had to eliminate three (Die 
Zeit, Independent and The Times). What we however 
found with these results had some major differences 
compared to our other group, because we have less 
articles, we can also go a bit more in depth with the actual 
articles without destroying our goal of keeping a general 
message of framing from each group clear and apparent. 
Let us look at our Neutral package first: 
The Neutral package in this group was very interesting 
because it consisted of two radically different kinds of 
articles that are worth looking at separately. The first one 
from The Daily Telegraph, was very similar to what we 
had analyzed in our other group. The article was short, to 
the point and although it presented both sides of the 
argument, it seemed that there were no real possibilities to 
study the subject besides reading other articles with the 
same “hot topics” (which the website named its tags), and 
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there were no links that could take you to other webpages 
and no reference. This was extremely different from our 
NY Times article. Although none of the links took you to a 
different webpage, there were links in the article that 
would take you to explanations and references of terms 
and words allowing you to examine and go in depth with 
the article. Although the writing style of this article was 
much different from our first one, the composition was 
very similar by providing an introduction of the topic and 
then continued to argue and counter argue for each side. 
This once again from a framing perspective made the 
article look strong and trustworthy. This article took a lot 
longer to read but allowed you to get a full understanding 
of what was happening by presenting a lot more facts and 
including more expert opinion in the arguments that it 
covered. What was particularly interesting was that both 
articles focused on government secrecy, something that 
was covered very little in our previous group. This issue 
culture felt like it provided a more trustworthy frame 
because it did not use different groups such as pirates, 
hackers and demonstrators, linking them under the same 
banner, but used government. Whether or not its 
connections in government were true are not important, 
but they were framed that way successfully: “About 1.5 
million people have signed a Web petition calling for the 
European Parliament to reject ACTA, which some say is 
merely SOPA and PIPA on an international level” (NY 
Post 2012). 
Our other two packages should be looked at together 
because although the context of  each article are opposites, 
the framing process is equal. Our first article from 
Washington Post, did a thorough job of linking ACTA 
together with SOPA/PIPA as an issue culture as well. This 
was interesting because this was something we only found 
in our newspaper group and particularly WP and NY 
Times did an extensive job of this. WP article has framed 
ACTA with a runaway package. The runaway package 
will label the issue to be out of control and try to establish 
that the position in power has ‘gone too far’(Samson and 
Modigliani 1989:20).  When you combine multiple 
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juridical treaties with a link from EFF (Electronic Frontier 
Foundation) who states: “We Have Every Right to Be 
Furious About ACTA”, it is hard not to be persuaded. A 
media that chooses to frame the subject from one side can 
gain a lot from it if done correctly.  What was interesting 
with this article compared to e.g. the one from Sky News 
was that this one took more work to be framed than the 
one from Sky News. Sky News linked their biased 
definition of ACTA in the first paragraph whereas WP did 
it in the 4th. The article represents both sides of the 
argument and counter-argues just as a neutrally framed 
article would. The fact that it links to a biased source is 
interesting in this perspective because we can suggest that 
those who may be interested in the subject more than an 
average reader will explore the topic and will be the ones 
who click on the links. When WP links to a biased site in 
this perspective it is possible to argue that they may wish 
to represent the topic the way they think their interested 
readers view it. Polls such as “do you like … Yes or no” 
are particularly useful here, especially if there is an issue 
culture established. 
Our second article from The Guardian focuses heavily on 
IPP (Intellectual Property Protection) which is much like 
our article from RTL. The main difference from these two 
articles is that the RTL article was openly for ACTA 
whereas this one is not. The article’s sponsor activity is 
unlike the one from WP that links to a biased website too. 
This article from The Guardian includes numerous 
citations from Karel De Gucht, EU’s current Trade-
commissioner, which is similar to what our other articles 
did. The difference is here that the article does not counter 
argue with an equal source before the very last paragraph 
where it brings in another expert opinion. The article states 
different sources that are against ACTA, but they are not 
represented by an expert opinion. Karel, who has a name 
and a title which stands out far stronger in an argument 
because he is introduced, which frames him as someone 
who knows what he is talking about. The article also 
includes a paragraph in the middle of Karel’s 
arguments:  “Internet lobbyists and health campaigners 
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have rallied against it, saying that overly strict controls of 
copyright would exclude people from the internet and 
prevent developing countries from accessing generic 
medicines” (Guardian.co.uk 2012). Tying the word 
lobbyist within this context clearly makes the anti-ACTA 
side stand out in a poor light. This particular kind of 
framing is interesting because it is much harder find the 
package and also to realize if you are uninformed on the 
subject. This type of framing is however more risky 
towards people who already have a perception of the 
subject because negative words such as ‘lobbyists’ are tied 
to a side and if people are on that side, they feel 
challenged.  
The absence of evidence is not the evidence of absence 
 
The most informing part of this analysis was not what was 
said in the mass media, but rather what was not. As 
previously stated, our initial goal to have 3 articles per 
corporation was impossible because many of them were 
the same articles on different websites, but also because of 
the lack of articles. Many websites had no more than 3 
articles total regarding ACTA and some such as NY post 
and The Sun had no articles at all. Why Wikileaks was not 
included when explaining ACTA’s origins or the reason 
for “hacktivists” hacking government websites was not 
included, is an interesting discussion regarding framing. 
From one perspective, it could be argued that many news 
companies may feel threatened by Wikileaks 
unprecedented ability to access sensitive information, but 
it could also simply be because their target audience does 
not care about this kind of information. The lack of 
Wikileaks coverage was even more surprising when 
looking at our power group. Many of these articles were 
longer than the longest ones in our previous group and 
closely examined the connection between SOPA/PIPA and 
ACTA. It seems as though all the companies manage to 
present somebody as an expert and/or provide additional 
information for new terms, but in all neutral cases fail to 
cite the original content of their information. In the 
positively or negatively framed articles the citation would 
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instead come from a biased side. The “biggest” group, 
emphasized heavily on sustaining a focus for its audience, 
keeping the articles very short and with information that 
was very accessible and easy to understand, this does not 
hold truth with our opinion leading group since many of 
them went in depth with ACTA. It is however worth 
noting that the UK based newspapers did not make the link 
to SOPA and PIPA but focused more on current events, 
this means the content and coverage was broader than the 
other group, but finding references outside of their domain 
was a challenge. It is worth noting that the framing in our 
opinion leading group does not seem as efficient compared 
to the one in the ”biggest”. This is simply because of the 
length in the article and a higher production quality in the 
opinion leading ones. If an article in our big group wished 
to frame something, it would get straight to the point 
because the premise of these articles was, regardless of 
stance, always short and to the point. The high opinion 
leading articles would on the other hand state many 
arguments and counter arguments and only in the one from 
the Guardian that only represented one expert opinion 
were we able to point out obvious framing. The other  anti-
ACTA article from WP required an active involvement 
from the reader.  
Comparing with our own  explanation of ACTA – Conclusion 
 
When comparing these articles with our own explanation 
of what ACTA is, it is surprising to see the little and 
extremely similar approach that the 7 “biggest” news 
companies in the world had. Given the timeline we gave 
and what was happening at that moment, it was expected 
that the majority would include mentions of protesting, 
hacking and internet restrictions vs. intellectual property. 
This gave good grounds for our second research group 
because were able to examine each article and analyze 
them separately. Here we also found much of the material 
we felt that was left out in our first group and were able to 
see that when looking at mass media, certain events were 
here prioritized if space was limited. In our opinion 
leading group, space was not a major problem and here we 
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clearly saw new issue cultures addressed such as 
government security and an overview of the Intellectual 
Property Debate (IDP). What is important is that we were 
able to find many similar framing techniques applied over 
a very large field of corporations and that this shows a 
completely different approach to how mass media does 
coverage compared to social media. This also starts an 
interesting debate when we explore our power theory and 
hegemonic theory raising the question that if the seven 
largest news corporations approach and frame many other 
topics as similarly as they framed ACTA and if none of 
these companies, not even the high opinion leading ones 
were unable to credit Wikipedia in their articles, how does 
this hold against critical thinking and independent 
decision-making?  
 
Framing: Social Media and Social Movements 
 
In the analyzation above we focused on the 
packaging of media by the mass media to create and 
project certain frames. In the analyzation we were able to 
display the use of frames by the mass media and at times 
the discrepancies or obscurities apparent in the frames that 
the mass media projects. This may be due to constrictions 
or internal censorship, but still, it is plain to see the 
consequences of “spinning” occurring in mass media 
outlets. In juxtaposition to the restrictiveness of the mass 
media we will now explore the far more open forum of 
social media and social networks.  
The Who and The What  
 
Our focus in exploring social media and social 
networks will revolve around two entities. One being the 
Facebook group “STOP ACTA – Denmark” 
(http://www.facebook.com/stopactadk, with home site 
http://stopacta.nu) and the Internet activist, or 
“hacktavist”, group “Anonymous” (http://anonnews.org, 
http://weareanonymous.eu, and http://anonanalytics.com). 
Both represent social movements in the Internet and public 
space revolving, most specifically, around the Internet, and 
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in regards to ACTA, the IP/net neutrality debate. It is 
important to note that each group fulfills different roles 
and applies different scopes when dealing with the same 
problem. The Facebook group is more of a social 
networking tool used to share and provide information to 
the movement; they are the forum for spreading influence, 
while Anonymous is more of a figure head or banner 
carrier of the movement. They have become a semi-
centralized voice of the movement. It is also important to 
note that Anonymous has a far wider reaching frame in 
regards to the Internet as a whole, but have become central 
to the movement against ACTA, as it is a pertinent 
problem in regards to their broader agenda of net 
neutrality.  
Both entities have constructed “social action frames” 
in an effort to activate their respective “targets of 
mobility”.  In this part of the analyzation we will present 
and explore the ideologies held by the respective groups 
and how they have constructed social action frames to 
organize and project social movement goals into the public 
arena.  
While there are certain limits and censorship, self-
imposed or not, in mass media to insure neutrality in most 
cases, social media and movements are not so bound. On 
the contrary, neutrality is never the goal of a social 
movement. They create goal-oriented frames where the 
goal is almost completely, if not fully, transparent. This is 
something we must take into account while analyzing 
social movements because much of the frames are not 
hindered by a guise of objectivism or neutrality but built 
around subjective goals defined by the movement.  
The How  
 
We will be using several different articles and statements 
from both entities in an attempt to analyze how the 
respective groups have constructed their frames. This will 
be done using the theories on framing in social movements 
presented by Benford and Snow. We collected our 
information from a number of different sources on the 
 75
Internet. The articles and videos we selected were done so 
under the following guidelines. 
 
1. They were specifically about ACTA  
2. They were in English 
3. They are dated to earlier than January 2012 
4. They were the most popular, and therefore most 
influential, on their respective sites 
 
For the Facebook group and Mother site we focus on 
linked articles from the Mother site. We will use these to 
analyze how the group constructs their frame through the 
information they have provided.  
For Anonymous we selected official articles, statements, 
videos, and propaganda from Anonymous group members 
themselves that form the frames they are trying to project.  
We will filter these articles through the social action frame 
theory presented by Benford and Snow and explained in 
the respective section of our theory to create as fully as 
possible an articulated frame of each social movement.  
Framing in STOP ACTA – Denmark 
Initial framing: 
 
 STOP ACTA – Denmark and its respective 
Facebook page have created a great deal of influence for 
the Anti-ACTA movement. The Facebook page currently 
boasts nearly 11,500 follows, and just as impressive is the 
Mother sites database of dozens of articles pertaining to 
ACTA.  
The Facebook page itself begins the process of the framing 
of the movement. The page becomes an open forum for 
the exchange of ideas and ideologies. Through the 
“discursive process” they implement signs of the 
movement. They form a perception of the movement 
through sign and slogans. One image that does this is the 
logo of the Facebook page. 
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www.stopacta.nu 
 
This powerful image does many things in building the 
base frames of the movement. Through the image they 
begin to build and implement the “discursive frame”. So, 
what is the movement rallying against? The slogan here 
states “Say No to ACTA” with the symbol for copyright 
representing the “c”. This forms an “adversarial frame” 
where ACTA and those entities that seek it implemented 
and to impose overbearing copyright become the enemy to 
work against. The “targets of mobility”, or audience, now 
know what the movement seeks to act against and for what 
reasons. They see through the imagery and slogan who this 
will be affecting. The image of the person, with tape over 
his/her mouth representing censorship and repression, 
becomes the image of a victim. The audience empathizes 
with the image and an “injustice frame” is created around 
this empathy. The slogan also reinforces this “injustice 
frame” with the words “NO Freedom, NO Internet”.  All 
of these together form the initial “diagnostic frame” in 
identifying who the movement is in favor of and against.  
In the Facebook page we also see the development and 
implementation of the “prognostic frame”. Through wall 
postings and event postings the movement begins to form 
its plans of attack, or purpose. Debating or exchanging 
ideas and organizing rallies in the open forum reinforces 
or changes the plan of attack to constantly adhere to the 
dynamic changes, albeit small, in the expressed ideologies 
of the participants. This also happens through the 
information provided by the organization through the 
mother site in articles they present about ACTA, all of this 
being part of the “discursive process”. This then leads into 
their “motivational frame” where the movement becomes 
mobilized behind the ideas by holding said rallies and 
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debates in the public forum and in the execution of 
protests or demonstrations, of which occurred for the Anti 
ACTA movement in Denmark in February of 2012. 
Through these actions they are able to spread their 
influence to the general public and begin to garner favor, 
support, and recruitment. 
Development of Social Action Frames 
 
With the initial groundwork of the movement laid out, the 
movement must now develop its frames to continue to 
grow and spread its influence. This is where the “strategic 
process” begins to take place. Through deliberate framing 
they work towards actualizing the movement’s goals. This 
is implemented through the Facebook page and mother site 
dynamically. Many of the articles present on the mother 
site not only cover the Anti ACTA movement in Denmark 
but also the progress of the movement throughout Europe 
and the world. Here they implement “frame bridging” by 
linking the progress of the local movement to that of the 
global movement. In covering other countries ideas and 
victories they bolster the movement’s influence and 
reinforces the common ideologies. This creates a 
resonating effect throughout the global movement and 
amplifies the local ideologies through implementing 
“frame amplification”. In the mother site we also see the 
linking to other social movements. Occupy Copenhagen, 
Amnesty International, Venstres Ungdom, Liberal 
Alliance and others represent the practice of “frame 
extension”. Coupled with members of the movement 
showing up to or supporting other demonstrations, the 
movement is able to spread its influence even further. You 
can also see the practice of “frame transformation” in the 
sites, with the constant updating of articles and 
development of discussion. Also, in lieu of the projected 
demise of the ACTA treaty, the organization and some 
articles are warning against new, like-minded treaties or an 
ACTA “act two”. The fact that ACTA may be in its last 
days gives credibility to the actions of the movement, 
along with the reputable statues of the articles, journalist, 
politicians, and activist they provide this becomes part of 
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the “credentialing process” which they use to contest and 
“counterframe” the governments and corporations that 
largely developed the treaty in secrecy.  
Resonance of the Anti ACTA movement 
 
To continue to grow as a movement and actualize the 
goals of the movement the “social action frame” must 
remain resonate within society. The STOP ACTA – 
Denmark organization has helped achieve this in a way 
that only a social network can. There is no denying that the 
“experiential commensurability” of a social network is 
paramount. Being so integrated into the daily lives of 
society they preserve their influence and retain “centrality” 
and “narrative fidelity” by growing dynamically with the 
social network. This dynamic growth is also part of the 
“audience effect” that open forum of the social network 
can provide a social movement.  
Through the resonance the “social action frame” has built 
they can now begin to spread their influence to the 
political forum to create “political opportunities”. We have 
already seen how effective this has been in regards to the 
retraction of many governments from the ACTA treaty 
after the demonstrations of many social movements and 
the public outcry this resulted in. It can also be seen that 
through the near achievement of the movement’s goal they 
have helped reinforce and actualize ideologies in 
participant’s personal identities, locally and globally.  
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In regards to Anonymous, they have done an incredible 
job marketing their values and ideology through the spread 
of viral videos. 
(http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=og426HP0s_U ) One 
of the other efficient ways of getting attention is through 
the hacking of important government websites as well as 
big corporations, and the leaking of valuable information, 
or simply shutting the targeted webpage down. This is 
done to show their abilities and express power but also to 
receive a massive amount of free media coverage from 
widely known news agencies and channels, thereby 
spreading their propaganda and getting more and more 
people to join the fight against ACTA and the entities 
trying to control net neutrality. Anonymous has a motto: 
“Fighting for Internet freedom. We are Anonymous. We 
are Legion. We do not forgive. We do not forget. Expect 
us” (http://weareanonymous.eu). With this motto they 
emphasize their part in this debate as the guard dogs of net 
neutrality and as the spokesperson for the majority without 
a voice to be heard. This part of their framing is part of the 
“discursive frame”, but also sets the base for their 
“diagnostic, prognostic, and motivational frames”. In 
further enforcing their “diagnostic frame” they openly 
declare war against many leading global governments that 
are involved in the ratification process of the ACTA treaty. 
This is also where they explain what Anonymous is all 
about and what they believe is best for the citizens of the 
Internet. Their ideology and goals are pretty clear. Their 
main goal is to preserve a status quo on the Internet, 
making sure that you are still granted anonymity with a 
free flow of knowledge and information, free of 
censorship and editing. As one of their videos clearly 
explains, Anonymous will openly wage a war against any 
government who is aiming at altering the free and 
uncensored Internet  
(http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=roMf2RmRzFc  ;1.33-3.23). 
This is, of course, not a traditional war fought with rifle 
bearing soldiers and bomb carrying airplanes, but instead a 
new type of informational warfare called cyber warfare, 
which includes hacking, espionage, sabotage and the 
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leakage of important documents to the common citizens. 
The “prognostic frame” is enforced by the rhetoric 
Anonymous chooses to use as well as the very 
recognizable computerized voices used in their videos. It 
is also through these videos that they officially and 
publicly demonstrate their plan of attack, threatening the 
governments and trying to unify the opposition to ACTA.  
 
 
 
The “motivational frame” is enhanced by their active use 
of symbols and repeating certain sentences, making them 
very recognizable and easy to agree or disagree with. An 
example is the Guy Fawkes mask that has become a 
symbol of Anonymous, which people wear during protests 
in order to stay incognito but also to show their support 
and become a part of something greater than just the 
individual wearing the mask, an entity of the outraged 
public. The motto mentioned above is also a means to 
unify people of the same interest and opinions. They call 
to arms the anonymous masses through their videos and 
public statements. Anonymous has linked their movement 
with ACTA by making public statements on the subject 
and openly showing their distaste of the lack of 
transparency and democratic measures within the ACTA 
treaty. This process is how they have practiced “frame 
bridging” to encompass the ACTA movement. When 
explaining their ideology, Anonymous’ modus operandi is 
using videos for people interested to watch online.  In 
these videos you can see through the rhetoric they use, that 
they try to send a very specific message that is both clear 
and accessible. This is part of their “frame amplification”. 
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Anonymous has extended their own specific frame into 
ACTA, since they were already a social movement with a 
lot of followers to begin with. This is done in order to help 
anti-ACTA movements to grow and gain influence as well 
as garnering exposure for their own movement. Using this 
form of “frame extension” is vital for a collective social 
movement, as the more people that are aware of your 
perspectives and beliefs; the greater the chance of 
something constructively being done about it.  Anonymous 
are in the midst of coding a new website called TYLER, 
which is basically a new form of Wikileaks. This shows 
their capability of modernizing old ideas and combining 
them with new knowledge and technology. By using 
something that already exists, and then improving it, is a 
great way of using “frame transformation”. These four 
ways of connecting and expanding your proponents’ 
knowledgebase is a part of the “strategic process” of how 
to gain and retain influence. Anonymous depicts ACTA as 
being evil and a spawn of the corporate industry and 
governments involved. They try to undermine the treaty of 
ACTA by depicting the lack of transparency shrouding the 
entire process during the drafting of the treaty and hereby 
using a “contested process” in order to destroy the 
credibility of the ACTA treaty. By destroying the 
credibility of ACTA they bolster their own integrity. 
Combined with the status they have as watchdogs of the 
free Internet and the free flow of knowledge and 
information that they try to preserve, they reinforce their 
credibility as a part of the “credentialing process”. 
Anonymous has created a very flexible frame as their 
ideologies are revolving around the Internet and 
safeguarding net neutrality. This flexibility allows them to 
act on whatever threat they find to the Internet. They 
extended their frame to cover ACTA, while staying 
centralized in the ideology of net neutrality. Anonymous 
has deliberately picked symbols that resonate with 
historical figures fighting for what they believe in, such as 
Guy Fawkes and his now iconic mask. This mask 
represents the actions of Guy Fawkes trying to blow up the 
parliament of England, which of course failed, and is now 
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known as the gunpowder plot of 1605. Anonymous does 
not refer to the act of bombing, but the outcome that 
bombing could have produced. One can imagine it having 
its effect on the whole system and governmental institute, 
changing it forever. It represents the common person and 
the defiance against government and corporate actions that 
we find immoral and unethical. The fight of Anonymous is 
to protect the Internet. In a way we connect the battle for a 
free, uncensored Internet with the movement of 
Anonymous. They have created a platform to influence 
policy making and the push towards making political 
decisions more transparent in the future, as they were the 
major reason why ACTA is under scrutiny. This was 
achieved through the discourse created by Anonymous. 
People have an affinity with the ideologies of a world free 
from censorship and corruption, and the right to preserve 
their privacy. These ideologies resonate throughout almost 
all cultures and are some of the main ideologies that 
Anonymous tries to preserve, which in turn preserves and 
reinforces their own “narrative fidelity”. The organization 
has no central leadership because the audience is the 
entirety of the organization and anonymity is held as a 
cornerstone ideology; therefore there is a constant 
“audience effect”.  
The men and women of Anonymous work together as 
peers and can therefore achieve something that is difficult 
to attain; An organization consisting of small cells, making 
them difficult to catch, and if caught, making it 
problematic to squeeze valuable information out of them 
about the community and the end goal of Anonymous. 
Anonymous is working for the entire population of the 
Internet, in order to secure and retain net neutrality as well 
as battling censorship. In some people’s eyes they are 
virtual terrorists, but to the majority of people fighting for 
the Internet, they are freedom fighters, standing up for the 
little guy and humiliating the bully. 
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Analysis of ACTA with three-dimensional power theory: 
 
In this part we will be analyzing the types of power 
exercised throughout the ACTA treaty. We will be using 
the treaty itself as a basis for our analysis as stated in our 
chapter “What is ACTA?”, and adding to that the analyzed 
parts of the framing previously looked at. In this way, this 
chapter of our analysis will serve as a deeper look at the 
basic power theories behind the other parts of our project, 
and also as a sort of dialogue, connecting our project and 
leading up to our discussion. 
The theory used is, as stated, the three-dimensional power 
theory by Lukes, but also the previous aspects of it, 
namely the one- and two-dimensional power theories. 
What types of power were used in the creation and 
attempted administering of the ACTA treaty? Obviously 
the fact that the treaty did not manage to get approved, as 
mentioned before, is a failed attempt at exercising power, 
but it was very much still an earnest attempt. However, 
since it power according to Dahl and his one-dimensional 
view on power requires A to make a successful attempt at 
getting B to do what A wishes, or what B would not 
otherwise do, it would be wrong to look at ACTA as a full 
exercise of power, and it must be kept in mind that 
whenever we analyze anything within this chapter, it will 
be considering ACTA as an attempt at exercising power, 
although it was obviously not a successful one.  This is as 
mentioned before due to our undertaking of this project 
taking place while ACTA was still active, and in regards 
to this chapter the treaty will be analyzed for what it was 
intended to do and how it was intended to accomplish it. 
Thus we begin our analysis using the theories in Lukes’ 
“Power: A Radical View”. 
 For starters, it is easily approved that although it may not 
always be case, in this particular instance Bachrach and 
Baratz are right, and power is indeed the mobilization of 
bias. We need not trouble ourselves too much with 
overanalyzing this, as it is obvious even at a glance. The 
treaty was constructed for the purpose of benefiting a 
particular group and their vested interests in protecting 
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intellectual property and the claim that it would benefit the 
general populace and society as well comes second. Even 
if the concern of the lobbyists was indeed the preservation 
of IP rights as an ideal, it would still be seen as a 
mobilization of bias, for they are pursuing specific 
interests and using their power to attain certain goals. One 
could argue that since we are using the three-dimensional 
view of power, an approach stating that this case is a clear 
mobilization of power is too focused on behaviorism, as 
Lukes himself criticizes Bachrach and Baratz of being, and 
one would be right to a certain degree. For there are 
obviously many things prior to the ACTA treaty that have 
influenced it, not the least being the previously attempted 
treaties such as PIPA and SOPA, which we will not get 
into in this project. Yet Lukes does not condemn the fact 
that sometimes power is indeed the mobilization of 
bias(ref?), and in this case we have a clear group, the 
proponents of the treaty, attempting to gain something by 
exercising power, thus supporting Bachrach and Baratz’ 
claim. 
Leaving the treaty, and moving on to the first part of the 
framing theory, we must state one issue before continuing. 
As we also mention in the upcoming framing analysis, the 
fact is that the articles used for it were largely lacking in 
sponsor activity. With this we mean to say that it is not 
possible, at this point, to prove that any of the articles had 
vested interests concerning the success or failure of ACTA 
as a treaty, but merely focused on bringing the news. We 
of course keep this in mind, meaning that we are well 
aware of the fact that it is impossible to point out 
newspapers and networks as clear advocates of either a 
pro- or anti-ACTA movement. 
When looking at our framing analysis of the articles, one 
point is very clear in regards to the exercise of power; 
namely that conflict was attempted to be avoided. This can 
be seen when noting that the proponents behind the treaty 
did not themselves reveal it, but an outside source, 
wikileaks, did, which can be seen in two ways when 
analyzed through Lukes’ theory of power.  The first one is 
when looking at it from a nondecision-making perspective, 
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which is one of the main focuses of the two-dimensional 
view of power. It can be stated that since the (apparent) 
initial plan was to keep the treaty a secret, it is a clear 
example of keeping a conflict covert. This is argued in the 
sense that the reason for them keeping it secret in the first 
place, was most probably because of the expected reaction 
being negative, so by staying passive about it and not 
revealing anything, they exempt themselves from any 
reaction at all, a good example of nondecision-making. 
The second way it can be viewed is advertised in both the 
two- and three-dimensional view of power. In fact, Lukes 
uses this very point to criticize the two-dimensional view 
of power, namely that there is not always a need for 
conflict for power to be present. Claiming that the most 
efficient use of power is when conflict is altogether 
avoided, and manipulation is exercised instead, convincing 
people that there is no issue to agree or disagree on. 
In this respect we are somewhat bordering on the framing 
theory itself, as framing is a form of manipulation as well. 
For instance, the name of the treaty itself (Anti 
Counterfeiting Trade Agreement) does not bear a negative 
resonance at all, and interestingly connects it with the 
question of free trade, not unlike the USA abandoning 
WIPO in favor of TRIPS, connecting trade to IP, which we 
mentioned in our previous analysis. In fact in several of 
the articles it is presented merely as a help for protecting 
IP without including its other functions and possible side 
effects. In this way, people are presented with a treaty that 
seems commonsensical and natural, since it simply 
protects the interests of the people, while that may not 
necessarily be the case. Obviously, the attempt at 
manipulation is largely unsuccessful, since a clear conflict 
did arise from it. 
Indeed, one of the main issues that people were protesting 
against was namely that the treaty was kept secret to the 
public, revealing the attempt at manipulation, something 
that always evokes a negative reaction.  
A few of the articles do however cover the protests, two of 
them as stated in the framing analysis focusing on the 
conflict between internet restriction vs. copyright 
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protection, and it is here where the Bachrach and Baratz’s 
belief that conflict is necessary (or often present, 
according to Lukes) for the revelation of power is present. 
The whole of the process was a show of power, in the 
form that through conflict, there is usually a “victor” so to 
speak, meaning that by demonstrating that you can impose 
your will upon others, you also demonstrate your power. 
ACTA as a treaty was attempting to do this, but failed, 
which brings us to the opponents of ACTA, and our 
analysis of the second part of framing. 
The second part is social framing, and is seen from the 
view of the anti-ACTA proponents, these being “lead” by 
Anonymous. This group uses some of the same methods 
and tools, in exercising power as ACTA itself does. 
For starters, as mentioned in the analysis, they also utilize 
framing, just as ACTA does, the difference here being that 
while the treaty tries to appear innocent and thus avoid 
conflict, Anonymous instead opt to cry wolf. For this 
effect they use manipulation in the form of symbols and 
statements that blow the whole thing out of proportion, 
interpreting the treaty in a negative way. 
And likewise, we return to Bachrach and Baratz’ power 
being the mobilization of bias once more. Anonymous and 
the part of the public being against ACTA may not be a 
social elite, but they clearly hold power regardless, and 
likewise have a vested interest in the topic of the treaty 
and how it is represented. Their aim is clear in that they 
want it to fail, and they have thus mobilized their power in 
order to make this happen. The difference between the 
earlier mentioned proponents of ACTA and the treaty 
itself being a mobilization of bias, is that in this case, the 
public against ACTA succeeded in achieving their goal. 
While this may not entirely be because of Anonymous and 
their preaching, the bottom line is that they were A, and 
made a successful attempt at getting B to do what B would 
not otherwise have done, the very basic requirement for 
having actual power, stated in the one-dimensional view. 
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DISCUSSION: 
 
Because Gramsci sought to downplay economic 
determinism in favor of human agency, we attain a 
concept of cultural hegemony that is put over society as a 
way for the groups in power to confuse the reality of the 
public. With what Gramsci termed the War of Manoeuvre, 
oppositional hegemonies could be interpreted as failures in 
the culturally programmed minds of the public. This offers 
a more complex and diverse worldview than the ones 
associated with traditional Marxist thought, one could still 
ask the question whether or not the answers provided by 
neo-Gramscian analysis fully accomplish to avoid the 
simplifications it set out to do. Concerning various types 
of media as primarily an instrument to reinforce or 
challenge certain hegemony, it is most interesting to take a 
closer look on the established mass media, and how it is 
affiliated with the dominant groups in power. At first 
glance, the lack of coverage of ACTA early in the process 
by the established news sources could be interpreted as a 
sign of consensus on the efforts made by policymakers to 
increase IP regulation, yet this viewpoint fails to 
acknowledge and address the fact that the same 
policymakers in question employed a strategy largely 
defined by secrecy.  
Furthermore, as advocacy groups opposed to the treaty 
started to spread awareness of the issues connected with 
ACTA mainly through social media, the mass media soon 
followed suit by expanding its coverage of the ongoing 
debate. Taking into account that our framing analysis of 
the coverage done by the mass media did not establish a 
clear bias in favor of the IP maximalist agenda or a large 
degree of sponsorship, the “antagonistic” relationship 
between established media platforms as representatives of 
a dominant group and the general public, as implied by 
Gramsci seems elusive. Rather our findings suggests a 
more complex relationship between the different parties, 
where one could say that the mass media is to some degree 
sensitive to the audience’s tastes and tolerance – and not 
unwilling to bring news coverage on issues and debates as 
 88
they emerge in society. This suggests a relationship that is 
far more flexible and collaborative. The point in this case 
being that the lack of coverage early in the process was 
more likely connected to the occupation with other 
ongoing issues, but as the awareness about ACTA was 
pushed through social media platforms by advocacy 
groups, the mass media reprioritized its resources to start 
covering the issue as public interest increased.  
As earlier mentioned the details and exact nature of ACTA 
was to a large degree kept in secret by the policy makers 
as a deliberate strategy. This not only concerns leaving out 
countries that were not likeminded from the negotiations, 
but also by the lack of participation of NGO’s and other 
advocacy groups that usually is included in expert hearings 
when new policy is being developed or changed. 
Nevertheless, lobbyist groups representing especially large 
multinational corporations were included into process. 
This implies a close alliance between them and the 
policymakers, in what Gramsci would call a historic bloc.  
This is where ACTA is particularly interesting as a case 
study, when trying to identify the groups in power in our 
society in a broader sense; as, it is when a dominant group 
is weakened, that the hand of power becomes obvious 
when it can’t rely solely on cultural hegemony, but instead 
has to turn to coercion to accomplish its goals.  
"What we can do, for the moment, is to fix two major 
superstructural 'levels': the one that can be called 'civil 
society', that is, the ensemble of organisms commonly 
called 'private', and that of 'political society' or 'the state'. 
These two levels correspond on the one hand to the 
functions of 'hegemony' which the dominant group 
exercises throughout society and on the other hand to that 
of 'direct domination' or command exercised through the 
state and 'juridical' government." (Gramsci, 1971: 12)  
From a Gramscian viewpoint,  ACTA is definitely a form 
of direct domination, as the groups behind it attempts to 
use lawmaking to pursue their goal, which contrasts their 
earlier attempts to increase IP regulation through 
consensus in international forums that is not legally 
binding nor enforceable (e.g. WIPO).  
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Two of the central questions to ask, when trying to explain 
why the treaty was met with such huge opposition, is 
firstly how the exclusion of advocacy groups in 
negotiations affected the outcome, and secondly to what 
degree the secret nature of the whole process gave space 
for an oppositional movement to be mobilized. 
When taking into account the importance of allying 
different groups to form a historic bloc, it could be argued 
that the groups pushing ACTA loses legitimacy from the 
rest of society, when excluding advocacy groups that the 
public shares values and ideology with. This meaning that 
the groups behind the treaty represent too small a part of 
society to successfully coerce the rest to follow their lead – 
something that became highly relevant in the EU even 
though the policy makers had already signed it, as the 
members of the European Parliament elected by the people 
has to ratify it before it comes into effect.  
Despite the effort of policymakers to avoid focus on the 
treaty, NGOs, advocacy groups, and activists started to 
spread awareness and mobilize opposition. As pointed out 
that happened mainly by the use of social media to reach 
people, which contained a lot of manipulation and 
disputed information by the consequences it would have if 
it came into effect. Considering how the proponents had 
chosen a strategy of silence, it enabled the opponents to 
spread arguments unopposed for quite some time. This 
giving the anti-ACTA movement time to gain momentum 
before being recognized by the proponents as a force to be 
reckoned with. The point being that the strategy used 
could be said to have backfired, as it allowed groups like 
Anonymous to largely frame the debate while at the same 
time the secrecy surrounding it only fuelling suspicion in 
the general populace. So instead of being the pro-active 
force in the debate, it left the policymakers with the only 
possibility reacting far too late. 
An interesting point of discussion is the relation between 
power and framing. This is the main reason why we 
decided for our analysis of ACTA through Steven Lukes’ 
power theories to revolve around the parts already 
analyzed by framing – both social and in the media. 
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The questions we would like to ask are; how does power 
affect framing and vice versa, and in which way does 
framing produce power? 
The first part of the question is two-sided, seeing as how 
framing utilizes a specific type of power to achieve a goal, 
but at the same time it could be argued that framing also 
affects power in that it encourages you to draw certain 
parallels between what power is and how it is exercised. In 
this case, manipulation is the key word, as defined in our 
previous chapter. 
Indeed, in today’s society manipulation is seen as one of 
the most effective uses of power,  and framing is a major 
advocate in this sense.  There are even jobs revolving 
around framing, such as spin doctors, lobbyists and the 
like. In fact, Lukes has a point in this case, that conflict is 
not a necessary factor for the appearance of power, as it is 
seen as far more beneficial and effective if you can avoid 
conflict altogether and utilize soft power instead – hard 
power being a last resort. 
However, manipulation has a notable attribute in that it 
can appear both absent of and during conflict, as seen 
during the debates of the ACTA treaty. Here we would 
once more like to point to Anonymous and other resistance 
groups, as they are heavy in  use of their imagery, 
symbolism and framing in general, aiming to evoke strong 
feelings concerning ACTA (or any given cause) then 
making it as if was your own idea to begin with and that 
they are merely fighting for your cause. Framing can in 
this way be used to transform something from a macro- to 
a micro level, turning a general issue that might not even 
affect you on the whole, into something personal. This is 
an easy method that Anonymous has used to garner 
support and empathy, playing on people’s feelings of 
freedom and invasion of personal space, and when feelings 
are taken into the equation, actual reliable information 
becomes second.  
As stated, conflict did arise, which proved to be the 
undoing of the ACTA treaty, seeing as how its proponents 
clearly were not powerful enough to ignore the complaints 
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of the public (or simply saw that pursuing the treaty 
further was no longer beneficial). However, there are 
always two sides to a case, and Anonymous spearheading 
the anti-ACTA movement turned out to be successful. 
This would prove that although absence of conflict was 
preferable to the success of the ACTA treaty, its opponents 
benefited greatly from it, showcasing that power can 
definitely be gained and exercised through conflict. 
What this brings to attention is the question whether a 
failed exercise of power regarding the ACTA treaty was 
due to the efforts of Anonymous and other opponent 
groups, or if it was largely due to the people behind the 
treaty simply not doing a good enough job of putting it 
together in a cohesive manner. 
Obviously this can be debated back and forth without 
coming to a conclusive answer, but it is nevertheless 
interesting to note. The bottom line is that many parts of 
the treaty were simply not well put together. One of these 
was the demand that internet service providers are 
responsible for surveillance of their clients, which is an 
invasion of personal space to an extent that it could be 
viewed as a violation of your human rights. Anonymous 
uses this part of the treaty extensively, utilizing it as a sort 
of scarecrow and painting a much worse picture of ACTA 
than it actually is, seeing as how this idea was shot down 
already. For if the treaty had been more sound, legally, the 
defenders of it might have had an easier time getting 
passing it. The difficulty here was that they were created a 
treaty that was supposed to apply to the entire European 
Union, meaning that regardless of how they worded it, 
they would be stepping on someone’s toes. In this regard it 
was the European Charter of Fundamental Rights that the 
treaty would be attempting to overrule. Therefore it could 
be speculated that the treaty would either have failed to 
pass regardless of the efforts of Anonymous, or that it 
would in no way have been the same treaty that it started 
out as.  
One element we can criticize about each theory we 
applied, seems to be the level of power they provide. 
Every theory seems to be very quick about giving a 
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tremendous amount of power to the organ in society it is 
focusing on. In this way, power theories that are left alone 
may seem to be all about looking for conspiracies. A 
source of strength in our research is that we used multiple 
theories and were therefore able to look at the data from a 
different light. With media e.g. the lack of coverage and 
the failure to credit Wikileaks seemed in the light of our 
media theory, to be all about covering up what was really 
going on. When the other two theories were applied 
however, media, although a powerful source in society, 
became an organ that had its flaws just like the 
government and here we could see that what the media had 
not done, perhaps had a lot more to do with incompetence 
and a failure to understand the situation, much like the 
governments.  This technique of analyzing things on a 
macro level, a micro level and then on a macro level again 
with a different theory, has been the key technique for us 
to understand ACTA and communicate it to each other 
effectively. Given that our personal views on ACTA were 
so strong in the beginning, we were also able to use this 
technique to apply the necessary academic neutrality to the 
subject where e.g. things such as government secrecy was 
able to be analyzed and viewed as the government’s 
failure to understand the people’s view of the internet as a 
vital organ in free speech, rather than once again placing 
way too much power in one organ and imply that they 
simply control everything. On the other hand, maybe they 
simply trusted the corporations who would benefit from 
this treaty to not abuse it? The theories we picked also 
provided material to point out that there most definitely 
was bias involved in the making and coverage of the 
treaty. Lobbyism and media coverage were clearly 
defining factors for the anti-ACTA’s mobilization and 
their success with the people. For further research, it 
would be interesting to explore the subject of secrecy vs. 
openness to see the possible outcome of a treaty that was 
open, consulted with NGO’s and completely avoided the 
possible persecution of private users. Would this have 
gone through? Would it have been framed differently by 
the media and social media? 
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Depth vs. perception 
 
One problem with the setting of our project was the goal to 
explore ACTA on as many levels as possible, while going 
as much in depth with it as possible. While it can be 
argued that exploring a subject on many levels is 
essentially also going in depth with it, it is a macro vs. 
micro issue. Had we e.g. focused entirely on media, we 
would have been able to broaden the timeline of coverage 
and the amount of companies, allowing us to include a lot 
more data, which would have given a stronger result. On 
the other hand, this would not have lead us to the same 
understanding and would evidently place the power 
structure much differently. This was the strength of 
picking three theories because although we would not be 
able to go as much in depth with the material we had from 
one theory, we would be able to take the information 
received from this theory and hold it accountable by 
putting it in a different perspective, a different theory. In 
this light, broadness for us became a depth feature that 
instead of looking at a single organ in society and 
understanding its importance we were able to look at the 
entire body and go in depth with the bodies’ functions and 
mechanics. Applying a theory that works for an organ 
simply shows the power of this organ. The theory does not 
provide information of the organs relation in society 
because the theory is made to go in depth with the organ 
alone. True comparison and understanding is therefore 
best provided once the theory itself is forced to be 
compared and analyzed by other theories. Depth provides 
information, perception provides understanding. 
Conclusion: 
 
As of now, it appears that ACTA is in the dying throes of 
its existence. However, the issues and challenges 
concerning the wider IP debate are unresolved, a situation 
that is far from ideal. This is due to the shadow of 
uncertainty cast on the future – as juridical systems and 
institutions need to evolve in accordance with 
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technological progresses so as to properly line up their 
influence with modern society.  
Some very central lessons are to be learned from the whole 
process surrounding ACTA, if future initiatives addressing 
the IP area are to succeed.  First of all policymakers need 
to understand and recognize the increasing importance of 
social media platforms and their potential of becoming 
modern opinion leaders with huge influence on the 
generations that grew up with the internet. Secondly; 
further research into how media is created and spread on 
online platforms needs to be undertaken. It is still a 
relatively young forum, yet it is rather complex as it 
allows virtually everyone with internet access to easily 
contribute to ongoing debates and gain followings via 
blogs, podcasts, video channels and other.  
Social networks, social and mass media, frame the world 
we live in. we have been able to explore the latent power 
structures that lie under creating frames and how different 
entities use this to reinforce their power.  You can see how 
dramatically social networks can inform and influence the 
public, and how they are able to cause action in the public 
space, and in summation how this creates power. 
It can be said that if ACTA had chosen a transparent, 
public approach and revealed the treaty themselves, 
Anonymous would not have been able to garner as much 
support as it did, yet in spite of this, the treaty as it was 
originally presented was still faulty, especially in its 
violation of personal space and privacy. Not only due to 
this overstepping general laws within the EU, but also due 
to technology in present day society in no way is evolved 
enough to handle the massive amount of surveillance that 
the treaty demands. So in a best case scenario for the 
people behind ACTA, they would have a set of laws 
regarding IP that would need to be changed, and even 
then, the level of surveillance advocated as required in the 
treaty would simply not be possible to attain. 
In conclusion, what ACTA has shown us about power in 
contemporary society is that it is a far more dynamic 
process than it was before, due to platforms for exerting 
power being publically available, namely that of various 
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social networks, media and  internet forums. You can 
therefore argue that the democratic process itself has been 
furthered, in that the transparency of the political arena 
due to public scrutiny, combined with the scope of 
potential influence of the internet allows the public to 
inform themselves and protest against decisions that they 
disagree with. 
Thus, power can be seen as an increasingly dynamic, and 
those who are able to spread their influence the fastest and 
the broadest are the ones who are able to gain and exert 
their power more readily.  
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